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LONDON, MAY 4, 1867. 
— — 


THE GREAT PATENT OASE of Bovill v. Crate, to which 
ewe alluded in our last number, is now fairly launched, 
and in a fair way to last, not merely for a week, but for 
‘the whole term. The appearance of the court during the 
progress of this case is something very curious, encum- 
wered as it is with machinery and models of the most 
ancouth and forbidding description. In one corner 
gtands an apparatus resembling, more than any- 
thing else, the contrivance known to scientific men as 
.\“ Attwood’s Machine;”’ while “within the bar,’ and 
upon the Q.C.s’ table, is placed something resembling a 
~packing-case for a moderate-sized waterwheel. The wit- 
nesses examined occasionally move into the “ well,” in 
order the better to enact the showman’s part. 

It might almost be worth the consideration of the 
architect of the new law courts, whether, in the event of 
a spare equity court being built, some provision should 
mot be made for the stowage and for the display of the 
bulky “ exhibits” not uncommon in patent cases. 











THE BRITISH INSTITUTION OF TRIAL BY JURY appears 
‘to have undergone considerable modifications in America. 
“The Chicago Republic recently announced to its readers 
‘the passing of a law by the Legislature of that part of 
‘the world, which, in the opinion of our transatlantic 
‘contemporary, practically abolishes capital punishment. 
“This law,” says the Chicago Republic, “ places in the 
hands of juries the right to prescribe the penalty of 
‘death, imprisonment for life, or imprisonment for a term 
of years not less than fourteen.” Under this law, the 
Republic thinks, no jury will inflict capital punishment. 
‘It would be curious to note the effects produced by the 
commission of the sentencing discretion to the charge of 
the jury. If the innovation takes place with regard to 
‘capital offences, there may be those who would say— 
“Why not extend it lower. What sentence, we wonder, 
would the jury have pronounced in Toomer’s case? We 
‘have all heard of the jury who convicted the prisoner, 
and, at the same time, recommended him to mercy “ be- 
cause they did not think he was the man who did it:” 
“What would have been the result of such a discretion 
‘entrusted to such a jury ? 


THis JOURNAL, AS OUR READERS are well aware, 
holds itself rigorously aloof from all political discussions. 
‘Questions, however, occasionally arise having a partially 
‘political hue ; and, in reviewing the legal aspects of 
subjects, it is sometimes difficult to keep quite clear of 
-the line where politics end and law begins. The matter 
'to which we are now bringing the reader may be re- 
garded as of such a class; but, we shall deal only with 
ithe legal bearing of the point brought under notice ; 
-and shall do so with brevity. Dotted over the whole of 
the United Kingdom there are some thousands of Friendly 
Societies ; many of them of considerable antiquity ; and 
not a few we fear, after the members have for years con- 
tributed of their earnings, unable to fulfil the obligations 
4o carry out which money in the shape. of weekly, 





monthly and quarterly payments, has over an extended 
period been furnished by the too confiding. - It, therefore, 
becomes a matter of paramount importance and interest 
that the funds which are held in trust forthe members by the 

should, under no pretext whatever, be diverted 
from their lawful channel ; and thus—not designedly it 
may be in many cases—inflict gross injustice and hardship 
upon a numerous class of thrifty, hard-working people, 
who have practised much self-denial, in order to make 
provision for old age, sickness and death. We have been 
led to make these remarks after perusing a letter recently 
addressed by Mr. Tidd Pratt, the Registrar of Friendly 
Societies, to the Times newspaper. He has pointed out, 
with much clearness of expression, that the application 
of the funds of Friendly Societies to the purposes of Re- 
form demonstrations, a course which has been followed in 
many instances, is illegal. He mentions a particular 
case of the Farriers’ Horse Shoe Society, in which this 
misapplication has occurred ; and he notified his inten- 
tion of proceeding against the society, unless £63 so 
spent, were restored. The threat seems to have had a 
salutary effect, for the money has since been replaced. 
There can be no doubt of the illegality of such an appli- 
cation of a Friendly Society’s funds ; and, as we believe, 
some of them are advised by solicitors, it is well that 
immediate attention should be arrested upon the point ; 
especially as Mr. Tidd Pratt has declared that, in every 
case in which such things are done, he will proceed 
against the offenders. 


Mr. BUDROODEEN TYABJEE, who was called to the 
Bar by the Hon. Society of the Middle Temple on 
Tuesday last, is the first follower of. Mahomet who has 
been so called. An Armenian, we believe, was called to 
the Bar a few years ago. 


On Monpay LAST a point of some importance in the 
construction of the Metropolitan Buildings Act, 1853, 18 
& 19 Vict. c. 122, was decided by Mr. Alderman Rose 
(sitting for the Lord Mayor) on a summons by Mr. John 
Young, the district surveyor of the eastern division of 
the city of London, against Messrs. Plucknett and others, 
the present representatives of the firm of Cubitt & Co., 
builders, of the Gray’s-inn-road. The above Act, the ob- 
ject of which was to secure stability and protection from 
fire, and a certain amount of light and ventilation to 
houses in London, as well as some uniformity in street 
fronts, provided that new buildings should be erected 
under the inspection of district surveyors, and, for that 
purpose, that notices should be given by the builders be- 
fore the commencement of the works. By section 6 of 
the Act, however, besides Royal palaces, prisons, the 
Bank of England, and certain other public buildings, 
“ the buildings belonging to any canal, dock, or railway 
company, and used for the purposes of such canal, dock, 
or railway, under the provisions of any Act of Parlia- 
ment,” were exempted from its operation. Messrs. 
Cubitt had been employed by the London and North- 
Western Railway Company to rebuild a range of ware- 
houses at the Haydon-square depct of the company, which 
had been destroyed by fire in September last, and com- 
menced the rebuilding without having given any notice 
under the Act to Mr. Young, who thereupon issued the 
present summons, in which he was supported by the 
Metropolitan Board of Works. It appeared that the 
warehouses in question were leased to Messrs. Gooch & 
Cousens, woolstaplers, for a term of seven, fourteen, or 
twenty-one years, determinable at a month’s notice; but 
it was argued that they were intended to increase the 
traffic of the railway, and his Honour held that they 
were designed for the purposes of the company, and 
came within the exemption in the Act. 

The reason for the exemption probably was, that the 
case of railway, dock, and canal companies was thought 
to be sufficiently provided for by their special Acts, or 
the general enactments as to an inspection of their works 
by the Board of Trade. But this inspection, so far as it 
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might apply to the company’s warehouses, would be a 
very different thing from the stringent regulations of 
the Building Acts, and much would obviously depend on 
the discretion of the particular company. The extent of 
the exemption, moreover (whether we regard or not a 
dictum by the late Chief Justice Erle that a railway 
company, if it considered that the outlay might even- 
tually increase its traffic, might build a town and supply 
the samé with chapels and theatres), clearly is or may be 
considerable; and we shall not be surprised at hearing 
that there has been an appeal from the decision, 





WE PREFER reserving any notice we may have to 
offer respecting the Slade case now pending. 





Mr. TOOMER HAS BEEN released, as our readers are 
aware; as we have already written upon the subject, we 
shall make no further remark. The Timeshas published, 
by a German contributor probably, a rather elaborate 
diatribe upon Mr. Walpole’s frame of mind on this sub- 
ject. 





WE HAVE MUCH PLEASURE in recording that the 
Liverpool Town Council, at their last monthly meeting, 
resolved, by a majority of forty-one to six, on raising the 
salary of Mr. Joseph Rayner, the Town Clerk, from £1,800 
to £2,000 per annum. 


THE CASE OF MR. WILKINSON. 

It seems that the case of James Freeling Wilkinson, 
which excited so much attention a few months ago, has 
not yet been finally disposed of. Mr. Wilkinson, shortly 
after his conviction, presented a petition to the Crown 
asking for a pardon, and this not being successful, 
another petition has been prepared and signed by a 
number of London merchants, in which, after ex- 
pressing their belief in Mr. Wilkinson’s innocence, they 
also pray that he may be pardoned. It will probably be 
in the recollection of most of our readers that Mr. Wil- 
kinson was tried at the Old Bailey last January, and was 
convicted of having fraudulently appropriated to his own 
use two cheques belonging to a company of which he was 
managing director. The evidence in effect amounted to 
this:—Mr. Wilkinson was managing director of the Joint- 
Stock Discount Company, which carried on the business 
of bill broking, making loans, and transacting business 
of that nature. He continued to carry on private specula- 
tions of his own after he became managing director, and he 
employed Messrs. Capper & Co. as his brokers. In 1865 he 
contracted to purchase at different times, through Messrs. 
Capper & Co., about 520 shares in his own (the Joint- 
Stock Discount) company on his own private account. 
In August. 1865, he became desirous that these shares 
should be taken up—that is, that they should be trans- 
ferred on the register of the company from the names of 
the vendors to his name, or to the names of persons 
named by him. In order to do this it was, of course, 
necessary to pay the price of the shares, and the acts of 
Mr. Wilkinson in providing for this payment, formed the 
ground of the prosecution. The offence alleged was 
that he paid his brokers for these shares with two cheques 
of the Joint-Stock Discount Company for £4,000 and 
£860 respectively. The chief witnesses for the prosecu- 
tion were two members of the firm of Messrs. Capper & 
Co., and their ledger-keeper, and they swore that the two 
sums of £4,000 and £860 were paid by Mr. Wilkinson, 
and received by them and entered in their books as pay- 
ments on account of these transactions in shares, No 
witnesses, except as to character, were called on the other 
side. The defence set up was, as to the £4,000, that Mr. 
Wilkinson had made an arrangement with one Mr. 
Kleman, who found some one to take up these shares ; 
and that, in carrying out this transaction, the £4,000 
‘was paid to Messrs. Capper & Co. as a sort of loan to 
them, by the company on account of Mr. Kleman, and 
that the latter was debited with the amount in the books 








of the company. As to the £860, there was really nothing 
to contradict the direct evidence of the prosecution'as to: 
the way in which the money was paid. é 
The jury returned a verdict of guilty, thus deciding 
that the cheques had been appropriated by Mr. Wilkin-. 
son to his own use. After this the petition for pardon 
was presented, but the grounds upon which it is based, 
contained in affidavits annexed to the petition, are cer- 
tainly not such as will appear satisfactory to any one 
who will take the trouble to examine them carefully. 
In the first place there are affidavits by no less than five- 
persons, who, for all that appears, might have been: 
called as witnesses for the defence upon the trial. It is: 
cléar that evidence such as this, even if in itself of im- 
portance, which this is not, cannot be allowed to have: 
any weight.’ Nothing could be more mischievous tham 
to allow persons to omit to call witnesses on a trial, and 


‘then to make use of their evidence on affidavit after- 


wards, when there is no possibility of contradiction or 
cross-examination by the other side. There remain two 
affidavits, one of considerable length by Mr. Wilkinsom 
himself, and another by Mr. Kleman. The former of 
these amounts to little more than a statement by Mr. 
Wilkinson of his entire innocence, coupled with ‘a repeti- 
tion of the defence already set up at the trial and an 
accusation that some of the witnesses against him did 
not speak the truth. In addition, however, to this, be- 
sides reiterating the account of the arrangement with 
Mr. Kleman, it brirgs forward one fact that does not. 
appear to have been in evidence at the trial—viz., that the: 
£4,000 was in fact repaid to the company by Mr. Kleman,, 
and that the transaction appears in the books of thé com- 
pany as a loan made for Mr. Kleman to Messrs. Capper & Co. 
This, no doubt, is important evidence, so far as this par- 
ticular sum is concerned, and Mr. Wilkinson is fully con- 
firmed on this point by Mr. Kleman, who gives the same 
account as Mr. Wilkinson concerning the transaction 
about the shares. This is the only material part of these: 
affidavits. Now it is hardly necessary to observe that one: 
cannot help looking, with some degree of suspicion, apon. 
what an accused person says in his own defence, as even 
those who are most anxious to speak the truth too fre- 
quently prove how difficult it is for any one to be 
thoroughly impartial in a matter of self-interest. And 
for this reason the affidavit of Mr. Wilkinson cannot. 
carry as much weight as that of a person entirely un-- 
interested in the result of the application. Mr. Kleman 
is not interested personally in the upshot of this matter,. 
and it isa strong reason for attending carefully to his- 
evidence that, as he was out of England at the time of 
the trial, it may not have been possible to call him then 
as a witness. But, even in examining his statement, we 
must never forget that it is entirely ex parte and made: 
without fear of contradiction. Moreover it does not 
appear, so far as we can ascertain, that any application 
was made to adjourn the trial until Mr. Kleman should 
return to England. If, therefore, these two affidavits- 
contained statements which, if true, would show that 
there had been a wrong conviction, it would be our duty 
to scan these facts very carefully. In this case, however, 
it is not necessary to do so, for the only defence attempted 
to be set up, regards only one of the sums alleged to- 
have been mis-appropriated. There is absolutely nothing 
new about the cheque for £860, except that Mr. Wilkin- 
son says he did not take it for himself; that he has no 
recollection whatever about that particular payment,. 
and that the evidence concerning it at the trial was not 
clear. As the petition, therefore, stands even upon the 
petitioner’s own showing, he leaves one of the charges. 
just as it was when it went to the jury. And as to the 
other, he hardly makes out so clear a case as to show 
that the verdict of the jury was evidently wrong. Even 
if the question were whether a new trial should be al- 
lowed, if such a course were possible, there would “be 
many strong arguments which could be urged against 
permitting such a proceeding without stronger evi~ 
dence than has yet been adduced; but when the appli- 
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cation is for a pardon, it.is impossible to. show a single 
yalid reason why it should be granted. 

The power to pardon is a branch of the royal preroga- 
tive. It is not a portion of the law of the land, 
but is, so to speak, above the law, and may be ex- 
ercised.at the discretion of the sovereign, that is, in prac- 
tice, at the discretion of the Home Secretary. This dis- 
cretion is not subject to rules of any kind, except such 
as the Home Secretary may choose to lay down for his own 

When an inquiry is instituted into the facts of 
a particular case the proceedings are necessarily conducted 
privately, and the Home Secretary has the painful duty 
cast upon him of deciding upon his own responsibility 
whetheror not a particular. person shall be relieved from 
the penalties which the law. has decreed that he shall 
undergo. If pardon is granted a person found guilty by 
the unanimous verdict of a jury, and in the regular course 
of the administration of justice is relieved from punish- 
ment, and the whole operation of the law, so far as that 
person is concerned, is suspended, It must always be 
earefally borne in mind that the Crown is not an appel- 
late tribunal which possesses a process by which it can 
weigh evidence and fully inquire into any matters which 
may be brought. before it, The Crown, in exercise of its 
prerogative of mercy, can only properly grant a pardon 
where it is clear that in consequence of some mistake, or 
other cause, the enforcing of the law would be a viola- 
tion of those principles.upon which the law itself is 
founded, or in other words the law should take its course, 


except where it is shown that there has been an evident | 


miscarriage of justice, 
When we reflect. upon the real nature of an application 


fora free pardon we may well feel some astonishment | 
that any men of education and respectability should have | 
been parties to a document like the memorial that has | 


been signed in favour of Mr. Wilkinson’s petition. It is 
no wonder that a prisoner takesevery opportunity to save 
himself from undergoing the punishment to which he 
has been condemned, but it certainly is surprising that 
other persons should show themselves equally ready to assist 
him. It now only remains to be seen whether the memorial 


for Mr. Wilkinson, which does not.even purport to state | 
a single new fact, is to produce any greater effect than 


the original petition. We must say, however deserving 


of pity in some respects, a person in Mr, Wilkinson’s | 
position may be, we should regret extremely if such an | 


application as this should be crowned with success. To 
grant such a petition would be to create a most perni- 
cious precedent, and one which could not fail to be to 


some extent detrimental to the cause of justice, which it | 


is the object of all law to maintain. 


REMARKS ON THE “OVEREND & GURNEY” 
PROCEEDINGS. 

The desperate struggle between shareholders and cre- 
ditors ‘in the matter of Overend, Gurney, & Co.,” still 
progresses, but is no longer the subject of much public 
comment. Immediately after the delivery of the Vice- 
Chancellor’s decision, the matter was in everybody’s 
mouth ; it was discussed from what is considered a 

popular” point of view, in all the daily papers, and 
the gentlemen who handled the subject in those “ organs,” 
all displayed more or less sympathy for the miseries 
which the misconduct of a few has brought upon so 
many, and then the matter dropped, so far as the general 
public is concerned. In the city, that is to say, in those 
financial publications which are read by city men, the 
subject has been ceaselessly discussed, both by writers 
and correspondents, The financial weeklies seem divided 
into two opposite factions, one of which systematically 
“ writes up’’ the shareholders in “ Overend, Gurney, & Co.,” 
and the other the creditors, and we are sorry to observe 
that this paper warfare is conducted with much of that 
asperity and intemperance which is now-a-days too com- 
mon in all newspaper controversy. We may allow some 
latitude to the unfortunate creditors and the still un- 
happier shareholders ; we can hardly be severe on them 











if, smarting under their wrongs, they occasionally lose 
their tempers, launch out into invective, and refuse,to 
believe anything but what is mean and sordid of their 
oppenents; but editors should be above allowing such 
displays of temper and ill-feeling to creep into their 
columns, at any rate in the form of articles, Perhaps 
financial “ organs ” have heavy pressure brought to bear 
upon them by their supporters, and, indeed, short of gome 
such supposition as this it is difficult to account for some 
things which certain of these “organs” have printed. 
The Money Market Review, for instance, which, as it 
“writes up” the shareholders in “Overend, Gurney, & 
Co.,” of course disapproves of the late decision delivered 
by Vice-Chancellor Malins, has adopted a line of conduct 
as singular as it is indecorous, Dissenting from the 
decision, it sneers at the judge. Now the Money Market 
Review has a perfect right to discuss the Vice-Chancellor’s 
judgment, todiffer therefrom, and to give its own reasons 
for so differing ; but if it does not happen to. be very 
strong on the law of the matter, it is not right, and it 
is not convincing, to sneer at the judge. No one is 
likely to be convinced that Vice-Chancellor Malins’ judg- 
ment was wrong because the Money Market Review 
speaks of it as “a judgment in which law cases and 
equity rules are thus hashed and garnished to make a 
show of learning, whilst they render so conspicuous the 
want of legal knowledge and the absence, of judicial 
ability,” and in the next week’s issue proceeds to style 
the Vice-Chancellor himself an individual “.who only 
yesterday was but a third or fourth rate barrister at the 
equity bar.” Ifthe Money Market Review has any argu- 
ments to offer against Sir Richard Malins’ decision, let 
us hear them, by all means, but do -not.let us have 
any abuse of the judge. The writer in this organ 
however, does not appear very strong upon the actual 
merits of the decision, and after floundering uncom- 


_fortably among unfamiliar cases and considerations which 
he is unable to weigh, he flings his little bit of mud 


at the Vice-Chancellor, and thus gracefully eludes the 
necessity of argument, We are far from saying that if 
a judge were to commit a gross act of stupidity or injus- 
tice no fault must be found with him because he is a 
judge ; but sneering at poor Sir Richard Malins because, 
in a very difficult case, he has delivered a judgment un- 
palatable to the writer, is a proceeding for which we 
admit ourselves to have been unprepared. 

Turning to another part of the subject, it appears that 
the Defence Committee have issued a circular to the 
shareholders, entreating those who have not yet subscribed 
to come forward with their contributions towards the 
expenses of the appeal to the House of Lords, To this 
circular is annexed a paper, compiled by the new. solici- 
tors to the Defence Committee, entitled “ Suggestions. in 
favour of the Shareholders.” This document, which the 
writer in the Money Market Review, who is easily pleased, 
as well as offended, styles “a brief but piquant state- 
ment,” consists mainly of assertions that the Limited 
Liability Acts have deprived creditors of their remedy 
against duped shareholders, and of short extracts from 
the judgments in Bell’s case, Ayre’s case, Conybeare’s case, 
The Glamorganshire Coal and Iron Company’s case, 
and similar cases, with, of course, Ship’s ease. “The 
question of the creditors’ rights is, it need hardly be 
said, the question of the case, and to this question 
many of the cases cited in the document of which we are 
speaking are altogether inapplicable to this question. 
It is admitted on all sides that, merely as against the 
company, the shareholders’ contention would prevail, but 
the contest being, not between the shareholders and the 
company but between the shareholders and the creditors, 
it is idle to cite case after case about the responsibility of 
a company for misrepresentations made by its directors. 
It is more than this ; addressed as this circular is to a 
class of people unlearned in the law, it is uncandid. 
Ship’s case, of course, is much more to the point ; there 
the equity of creditors was expressly disregarded by the 
Lords Justices, in affirmation of a judgment of Vice- 








‘ te the view then adopted by him ; but then it is strongly ‘ 
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Chancellor Wood, who has since expressed his adherence 


contended (rightly or wrongly) that there is an essential 
distinction between Ship’s casé and a case of misrepre- 


sentation like that now pending, and this argument, ; 
“ paleat quantum, will infallibly be pressed upon the court 
' ‘of ultimate appeal. These “suggestions” are framed 
in a manner calculated to persuade persons ignorant of 
“ the real bearings of the matter, that the shareholders’ 
‘ ease is a very strong one, while they carry no conviction 
to a mind versed in the law-learning of the subject. The 


object no doubt is to induce the shareholders to subscribe 
to the Defence Fund, but we disapprove of the means 
adopted to that end. 

No doubt, as the circular says, it is hard that Messrs. 
Oakes & Peek should have to fight the battle singly, and 
it is not surprising that the Defence Committee desire 
the co-operation of all the contributories. But it is not 
fair to hold out hopes of “ something to their advantage,” 
those hopes being based on plausible grounds which those 
addressed are unlikely to appreciate properly. Imagine, 
for instance, these suggestions arriving at the breakfast 
table of some shareholder in the country who knows 
neither more nor less of law than the majority of English- 
men. Perhaps he is a country parson, or a little shop- 
keeper; perhaps, even, “he ” is an old lady who, in an ill 
moment, invested the savings of years in the shares of 
the new company. He reads the “suggestions,” peruses 
attentively several quotations from ordinary misrepre- 
sentation cases, and does not know that they do not 
touch the question in his case; then Ship’s case comes in 
view; he does not know the distinction which is drawn 
between that case and his; he catches at hope, and ends 
by sending off his five shillings per share (perhaps he 
can ill spare it); whereas, had he comprehended the real 
position of the question, he would have accepted his pre- 
sent loss, in preference to risking a further one, Per- 
h- ps, in addition to all this, he bought his shares in the 
market, and consequently, according to Duranty’s case, 
has no chance whatever of evading his liability. 

Either the appeal should have been ad misericordiam, 
or the pros and cons should have been more candidly 
stated. For our own part, we hardly think that any ex- 
planation of the legal bearing of the matter would prove 
other than bewildering to the majority of non-professional 
people. Had the Defence Committee addressed the 
shareholders something as follows:—‘ We want your 
help; the question is a doubtful one, but we believe we 
shall succeed,” and had the transferrees of shares been 
warned that they should not hope to escape, in the event 
of the Defence proving successful,—we should have 
found no fault with such a proceeding. 

We have ourselves written, usgue ad nauseam, upon 
this case and the previous ones, and there can, we be- 
lieve, be no danger of our tone being misunderstood. 
We merely desire to see fair play, and to remove mis- 
conceptions; with this view we have had occasion to 
correct, sometimes one side and sometimes the other, 
according as the advocates of one or the other party 
have overstated their own case. 





THE RESPONSIBILITY OF PRIVATE SOLDIERS. 


We lately printed a letter on the above subject, 
signed with the well-known initials J. F. 8. which 
appeared in the Pall Mall Gazette. The doctrine there 
laid down, and so ably stated and illustrated by the 
learned writer, is not a new one, and will be found ex- 
pressly recognised in the early authorities of the common 
law, before the modern notions of military privilege, de- 
rived apparently from the practice of the military 
monarchies of Europe, had gained a footing in this 
country, It is remarkable that the leading case on the 
subject should have taken place under a regime when 
the powers of the executive, as opposed to the common 
law, were infinitely greater than at the present time, and 
when, by a strange chance, the sympathies of the ruling 





faction were not, as is now generally the case, in favour 
of the soldier, but against him. 
The case we-refer to is that of Colonel Axtell, an offi- 


eer in the parliamentary army who commanded the 


guards at the trial and execution of Charles the -Firat, 
At the Restoration Colonel Axtell, with many others, was 
arraigned on a charge of high treason for having aided 
and abetted in the death of the king. The only overt 
acts proved against him were that he had commanded 
the guards on the above occasions, for though attempts 
were made to show that he had made use of violent ex- 
pressions at the trial, there was no proof that he had in 
any way exceeded his ordinary duty as a soldier. 

His defence was, in substance, that he was a soldier in 
the service of the existing government of the country, 
and that he merely obeyed the orders of his general, 
“ He justified,” says Chief Justice Kelynge, at p. 18 of 
his Reports, “that all that he did was as a soldier, by the 
command of his superior officer, whom he must obey or 
die.” Nevertheless, “it was resolved that that was no 
excuse, for his superior was a traitor, and all that joined 
with him in that act were traitors, and did by that ap- 
prove the treason; and where the command is traitorous, 
there the obedience to that command is also traitorous ;” 
and in pursuance of the above judgment, Colonel Axtell 
was hanged. 

The trial and execution of Colonel Axtell, and many 
others of the so-called regicides, whose participation in 
the king’s death had only been of a ministerial charae- 
ter, was unquestionably a proceeding which most persons 
in these days will deplore and condemn, as the death of 
these men was not required by justice or even by “ poli- 
tical expediency,” but was the result of an insatiable 
craving for political vengeance and retaliation. There 
is, however, no doubt that, whatever may be thought of 
the policy and humanity of the proceedings, the trial and 
executionfof these men were not only strictly, but even 
technically, legal. Our ancestors did not try their poli- 
tical antagonists by courts-martial; they did not shrink 
from or evade a trial by jury, and if British subjects 
were, as has been, alas! too often the case, sacrificed to 
political vengeance, they at least had the lawful judg- 
ment of their peers, and the protection, such as it was, 
of the law of the land. Hence it is that the case we 
have referred to is of peculiar value. It is plain that, 
whatever may be the case under the military institutions 
of foreign countries, the immunity of soldiers formed no 
part of the ancient institutions of this country, either in 
feudal times or in the days of arbitrary power; and un- 
less it is to be contended that the execution of Colonel 
Axtell was not only a vindictive act (which it un- 
doubtedly was), but also positively illegal, the civil lia- 
bility of officers and soldiers for all their actions, whether 
done in pursuance of orders or not, must be considered 
as beyond dispute. 

The position of a soldier may be stated in a few words. 
He is the Queen’s hired servant, and is bound like other 
servants by the terms of his engagement to obey the 
orders of his employer, under pain, in any case, of losing 
his situation, and, in some special cases, of severer 
punishment. In this his position is much the same as 
that of the servant of a railway company. It is one of 
the contingencies of every service, that the servant is 
liable to be ordered by his employer to do an illegal act, 
and that a refusal to do ao, even if not punishable by 
law, may ultimately lead to the loss of his situation, and 
much consequent injury or inconvenience. It is doubt- 
less a great misfortune to a servant to be placed in a 
position where he has to choose between his duty and his 
interest. There cannot, however, be a shadow of a doubt 
as to which he ought to prefer. If, by refusing to obey 
an illegal command, he suffers loss, he will have the 
sympathy of all good men, and must hope that the per- 
formance of his duty will ultimately obtain its reward ; 
if, on the other hand, he violates the law to save himself 
from present inconvenience or loss, he does so at hisown 
risk, and under the same responsibilities as any other 


for 











May 4/1867, THE’ SOLICITORS' JOURNAL & REPORTER 618° 





subject of realm. He may, if he is fortunate enough } might still be framed applicable to the case of arréars 


to obtain the active support of the authorities, escape or 
evade punishment ; but such escape or evasion can never 
amount either to a legal immunity or to a justification 
for si 


— 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
INTEREST ON ARREARS OF INCOME.—INTEREST ON 
MonEys RETAINED BY EXECUTOR. 


z Blogg v. Johnson, 15 W. R. 626. 

This is one of those cases which may be styled affirma- 
tive cases; it establishes no new legal principle, but 
merely affirms and points the application of an old one ; 
cases of this description are especially to be read by the 
young lawyer, on account of the definitions which they 
supply, and the leading cases cited in the argument or 
judgment. In the report of the presentcase will be found 
references to the most important cases upon the two 
points méntioned at the head of this notice. 

From quite early times it has been the practice of the 
Court of Chancery to refuse to allow interest on arrears 
of annuity or income. In 1752 Lord Hardwicke, in 
Bedford v. Coke, 1 Dick. 178, that being “a hard case,” 
directed an inquiry if there were no precedents to the 
contrary, but none could be found. (See Lord Lough- 
borough, in Creuze v. Hunter, 2 Ves. Jun. 167.) The 
reasons on which this rule has been founded are not 
very clear; in 1804-Lord Redesdale, in Anderson v. 
Dryer, 1 Sch. & Lef. 301, assigned as the reasons, that 
“the principle might be extended so as to be highly 
mischievous, and tend to increase litigation in every 
case, and to encourage creditors to delay the prosecution 
of their suits,” though the refusal to compute interest 
except from the date of a report or certificate made by 
the officer of the court, seems an encouragement of liti- 
gation rather than the reverse. In 1828, in another 
Irish case, that of Aylmer v. Aylmer, 1 Mol. 87, Lord 
Chancellor Hart, in refusing interest upon the arrears of 
an annuity, said he was aware of no principle on which 
it should be withheld in the absence of laches on the 
part of the annuitant. The rule, however, has become 
established. A clear exposition of its application was 
given by Lord St. Leonards, when Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, in Martyn v. Blake, 3 Dru. & War. 125 (1842). 
His words, which were adopted by Turner, L.J., in Zari 
of Mansfield v. Ogle, 7 W. R. 423, 3 De G. & J. 41, areas 
follows :—“ The established rule of this court, which, 
however, is very general and not inflexible, is that inte- 
rest cannot be recovered upon the arrears of an annuity; 
but interest will be given upon the arrears of an annuity 
where the party bound to pay it has been a party to the 
deed by which it was created, and his acts disclose a 
system of gross misconduct and opposition to the Court 
for the purpose of evading payment.” From the tenor 
of the cases it seems as though mere delay, even after 
applications for payment, will not suffice to take the 
matter out of the general rule where the matter was not 
then before the Court. Even in the case of arrears of 
maintenance it has been settled that interest is not to be 
allowed : see Mellish v. Mellish, 14 Ves. Jun. 516; Zaylor 
v. Taylor, 8 Hare, 120. 

Another rule of the Court, and a more satisfactory 
one, is that of charging an executor with interest on 
moneys improperly retained by him. It might have 
been thought that the Court, if desirous of mitigating 
the rigour of the foregoing rule, might have applied this 
later one to those cases in which the arrears of annuity 
or income were payable by an executor. The Court, 
however, has not done so ; in the present case the income 
of a fund was payable by an executor, and by him allowed 
to fall in arrear, in spite of repeated applications for pay- 
ment of accounts ; but Lord Chelmsford felt bound by the 
first rule. We think, however, that a forcible argument 








payable by an executor. 

Finally this case contains an affirmative decision on a 
small point of pleading, viz., that interest may be 
claimed, although not prayed by the bill. 





MISREPRESENTATION IN PARTICULARS OF SALE. 
Dimmock v. Hallett, 15 W. R. 93. 

It is common to insert a provision in conditions of 
sale that error or mis-statement shall not annul the sale, 
but shall form a subject of compensation only. But the 
vendor must beware of placing too much reliance upon 
this condition. It is clear that it cannot be relied upon 
where the error has been fraudulent: Duke of Norfolk v. 
Worthy, 1 Cam. 337. Nor is it necessary that the mis- 
representation should have been deliberate, in order to 
avoid the effect of this condition. If the variance is 
such as not to be a fit subject for compensation, either 
from the very great discrepancy in the value of the pro- 
perty or otherwise, the purchaser will be discharged from 
his contract: Wood v. Keep, 1 Fos, & Fin. 331; Powell v. 
Doubdbdle, Sugd. V. & P. 29. 

In Leyland v. Illingnrorth, 2 De G. F. & J. 248; 8 
W. R. 695, the particulars of sale described a manufac- 
tory as being “well supplied with water.” There was 
the usual condition that mis-statement or error should 
not annul the sale. It appeared that water could only 
be obtained from the waterworks of the town upon pay- 
ment of an annual raté of some not inconsiderable 
amount. It was held that the purchaser was entitled, if 
he pleased, to be released from his contract: 

In the principal case, Dimmock v. Hallett, 15 W.R. 
93, several distinct points were raised. - In the first 
place, a greneral representation that the land was 
fertile and improvable, whereas part of it had been 
abandoned as useless, was held to be nothing more 
thani: vague praise, and not to entitle the purchaser 
to be off his contract (compare Scott v. Hanson, 1 Sim. 
13). The particulars of sale further stated that the pro- 
perty “in course of time may be covered with deposit, 
locally termed warp, from the waters of the river Trent, 
and considerably improved at a moderate cost.” It ap- 
peared that a canal, by means of which the warping 
operations were conducted, did not yet come within 
three miles of the estate, and that the expenses of warp- 
ing when it could be effected, would be above £25 per 
acre. This point may be compared with Leyland v. 
Illingworth (supra) ; but the purchaser was less fortu- 
nate than in that case, for the Lords Justices held that 
the statement was only such as to put the purchaser upon 
inquiry, and did not entitle him to refuse to complete. 

There were, however, two representations which were 
held to be more material, and which may be compared 
with the statements in Fuller v. Wilson, 3 Q. B. 58, 68, - 
1009, and Abbott v. Siworder, 4 De G. & Sm. 448. In 
the first place two farms, parts of the estate, were 
stated to be held by two tenants, who were named, 
at £130 and £160 rent respectively. It was not men- 
tioned that both these persons had given notice to 
quit. The Lord Justice Turner appears to have thought 
that this misrepresentation entitled the purchaser to 
be altogether off his bargain. The Lord Justice Cairns 
was of opinion that, had it stood alone, it would 
only have been a matter for compensation. It is to be 
observed that, in other cases where tenants had given 
notice to quit, the circumstance was mentioned in the 
particulars, whence the purchaser might naturally have 
concluded that no such notices had been given except ’ 
where it was so stated. This circumstance was alluded to 
by both their Lordships, and as their Lordships differed on 
this point, the case could not be relied upon as an autho- 
rity, for the general proposition, that where the rents are 
stated, and it is not mentioned that one or more of the 
tenants has given notice to quit, the purchaser is entitled : 
to be relieved from his contract. It seems, however, 
that he would be entitled to compensation. 

Another farm, comprising a large portion of the estate 
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was stated in the particulars as “ lately inthe occupation 
of Mr. R. Hickson at an annual rentof £290 15s. 0d. 
now in hand.” It appeared that Hickson had only occu- 
pied the farm for a year and a quarter, and paid only a 
nominal rent for the first quarter. Another person had 
since agreed to rent the farm at £225, but had paid £20 
to be off his bargain, and it was clear that the farm would 
not let for anything like £290. It was held by both their 
Lerdships that this amounted to a mis-representation 
which entitled the purchaser to refuse to complete the 
purchase. The Lord Justice Turner said, “ The Court re- 
quires good faith in conditions of sale, and looks strictly 
at the statements contained in them.” And again, “The 
vendor contends that these are only errors entitling the 
purchaser to compensation under the 13th condition of 
sale. I think that such a condition applies to accidental 
slips, but not to a case like the present, where, though I 
do not mean to impute actual fraud, there is what in the 
view of a Court of Equity amounts to fraud—a misrepre- 
sentation calculated materially to mislead a purchaser ” 
(compare Wood v. Keep, supra). With these words, 
which lay down the rule of law clearly and accurately, 
we close our remarks, only observing that in the present 
case the purchaser was refused his costs on the ground 
that he had acted negligently. It behoves purchasers, 
therefore, to be alert and active. They may then rely 
safely on every reasonable protection at the hands of 
the Court. 


COMMON LAW. 
DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT, 
Latham v. Lafone, 15 W. R. Ex. 433, 


We have had occasion from time to time to direct at- 
tention to various decisions of the common law courts on 
the subject of deeds made between a debtor and his cre- 
ditors under, or intended to be under, the 192nd section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, and we now propose to 
notice a recent decision which must be added to the 
number of important cases decided upon this section. 

As it is not unlikely that a new Bankruptcy Act will 
be passed this session, and that the statutes now in force 
upon this subject will be repealed or altered, any deci- 
sions which are now given upon the Act of 1861 are not 
of such consequence as if there was no probability that 
there would shortly be a change in the law. 

But even if a new Bankruptcy Act should come into 
operation this year it will still very frequently be neces- 
sary to have recourse to the decisions given upon the 
former Acts, because the bill which is now before the House 
of Commons proposes rather to modify the present law 
by altering its details than to make any sweeping 
change in the principles upon which the law of bank- 
ruptcy has hitherto been founded. 

The case of Latham v. Lafone would be an important 
one if there were to be no change in the law of debtor 
and creditor, and for the reasons just given it seems 
still to be deserving of notice. 

It is superfluous to observe that the present Bank- 
ruptey Actof 1861 has unfortunately given rise to much 
litigation, and perhaps it is not too much to say that 
one half of this litigation has arisen upon the construc- 
of ‘the 192nd section alone. This section provides in 
effect that a certain majority of the creditors of any 
debtor may enter into an arrangement with the debtor 
respecting the debtor’s liabilities and his release there- 
from, &c:, in such a way as to bind conclusively all the 
credi‘ors, whether they have or have not assented to 
such arrangement, provided the conditions required by 
this and some other sections of the Act are followed. The 
192nd section contains seven distinct provisions with 
which, together with others in some following sections 
the majority of creditors must comply in order to obtain 
the power of binding by their arrangements a dissent- 
ing minority. But besides these conditions, the per- 
formance of which is rendered necessary by express 
words of the Act there are are in addition some other 





conditions which, according to the decisions of the | 


Courts, must also be fulfilled. It has been decided that 
the terms of a deed assented to or executed by the 
requisite majority of creditors must be reasonable in 
order to bind non-assenting creditors; and also, which 
is frequently much the same thing, that the deed 
must be for the equal benefit of all creditors so 
that the non-assenting minority may not be placed 
in a woree condition in any way than that of the majority 
who have executed or assented to the deed. A great 
number of cases have been decided upon this question 
of reasonableness, and the Courts have, in some of them, 
held deeds to be unreasonable although the non-assenting 
creditors were in no worse position than those who as- 
sented. In the later cases which have been decided upon 
this point there appears to be a leaning in favour of the 
doctrine that a deed which confers equal benefits on all 
creditors, whether assenting or not, can rarely be held to 
be unreasonable. It has been said that the fact that the 
requisite majority of creditors have agreed to particular 
terms is very cogent, although not conclusive, evidence 
that those terms are not unreasonable, 

If a deed fulfils all the requisite conditions, then not 
only are non-assenting creditors bound thereby, but it is 
expressly provided by the 198th section that no process 
against a debtor’s person or property in respect of any 
debt shall be available to any creditor or claimant with- 
out leave of the Court. As may be imagined, the law 
has lately been somewhat more settled upon all these 
points than it was at firstimmediately after the passing 
of the Act, and before its provisions had received any 
judicial consideration. 

When it is necessary to consider what is the legal effect 
of a deed purporting to be made under this 192nd section, 
it is usually not difficult to find authority on the point 
in consequence of the number of cases of this description 
that have been reported. There was, however, until quite 
lately, one important class of deeds which had never re- 
ceived judicial construction. These were letters of licence 
—that is, deeds which authorize a debtor to continue in 
the management and direction of his affairs, free from 
any hindrance or interruption by suits or legal proceed- 
ings of any kind, but which do not contain any further 
provisions. The creditors in an instrument of this sort 
covenant with the debtor not to molest him on account 
of their debts for a certain specified time. Until the case 
of Latham vy. Lafone came before the Court of Exchequer, 
it seems that these instruments never received a judicial 
construction. In this case the defendant, the debtor, 
executed a deed which was assented to by the number of 
creditors requisite for binding the whole body of creditors, 
and all the formalities and conditions expressly required 
by the Act had been complied with. The deed recited 
that the defendant was indebted in several sums of 
money to the creditors who executed or assented to the 
deed; and that he was not then able to pay those creditors 
by reason of his. assets being abroad, and the crediturs 
then granted him a letter of licence for twelve months, 
and covenanted not to sue him during that time; and 
that the deed might be pleaded as a release. The deed 
contained no further provisions, and there was no 
schedule of creditors or of debts. 

The defendant, a debtor, was arrested after the exe- 
cution of this deed on a ca. sa. at the suit of the plaintiff, 
who was a non-assenting creditor, and who, therefore, 
was not in any way expressly included in the terms of 
the letter of licence. If this letter of licence came within 
the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, respecting 
arrangements between a debtor and a majority of his 
creditors, and fulfilled all the requisite conditions, then 
the defendant in Latham v. Lafone would have been en- 
titled to be discharged from custody. Accordingly, an 
application was made to a judge at chambers for the de- 
fendant’s discharge, and the application was granted on 
payment into court of the amount of the plaintiff’s claim, 
with liberty to the defendant to apply for payment of 
the money out of court if the Court should think the 
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deed good under the 192nd section of the Bankruptey 
1861. 

a Sa were two objections taken to the deed. First, 
it was argued that it was not such a deed as was con- 
templated by the Act. Secondly, whether such a deed 
could be within the Act or not, that this one was not, as 
it was unreasonable. The Court held that the deed did 
not bind non-assenting creditors, and that the plaintiff 
had, therefore, a right to arrest the defendant, and so ob- 
tain payment of his debt. Although all the members of 
the court agreed that the deed was a bad one, they did 
not all base their decisions upon the same grounds. 
Kelly, C.B., held that the deed was bad because unreason- 
able; but his judgment seems to imply that, if it had not 
been unreasonable, he would have held that it was such 
a deed as came within the provisions of the 192nd sec- 
tion. He considered it unreasonable because it conveyed 
nothing for the benefit of creditors; did not even contain 
acovenant to pay them; and he pointed out that this 
‘deed, as it did not specify any particular debts as being 
due, or contain a schedule of creditors, might have the 
effect of barring a creditor of his claim altogether under 
the Statute of Limitations, as there was no acknowledg- 
ment of any debt at all, and yet all creditors were pre- 
-eluded from suing for one year. It would seem, however, 
from the whole tenour of the judgment of the Chief 
Baron, that, if there had been a schedule of all creditors 
with their debts, and a covenant to pay such debts at the 
expiration. of the letter of licence, that the deed might 
then have been binding upon non-assenting creditors. 

Channell and Pigott, BB., held the deed bad, as not 
coming within the express words of the Act; but they 
both intimated that they would not be prepared to hold 
the deed then under their consideration to be invalid 
simply on the ground of its beihg unreasonable. Pigott, 
B.,:is reported to have said: “Iagree that if a deed is 
unreasonable to the extent of absurdity, we ought not to 
sanction it ; but prudence is so much a relative matter 
that it becomes very difficult to say conclusively that a 
deed is unreasonable on this score, when the creditors 
have said it is reasonable; and, except in the case of ine- 
quality, we have no certain test to go by.” Martin, B., 
rested his judgment upon the two grounds, holding that 
the deed was not within the Act at all; and that, if it 
were, it was unreasonable upon the grounds stated by 
the Chief Baron. 

Martin, B., also gave another reason why this particu- 
lar deed should bé held unreasonable; but, as this ground 
of objection is not peculiar to letters of licence, and 
might easily be excluded from such deeds altogether, it 
is not.necessary now to consider this ground of objection. 

We thus see that two members of the Court thought 
the deed was not unreasonable, while the other two 
held that it was. Three members of the court held that 
a deed of this sort was not within the Act against the 
Chief Baron who seemed to think that it was. It will 
have been seen, from what has already been said, that a 
slight alteration in the terms of the letter of licence, i.e., 
the addition of a covenant to pay debts, together with a 
proper schedule, would apparently remove the objection 
in the minds of Chief Baron Kelly and Baron Martin on 
the score of unreasonableness. - But after such an addi- 
tion the deed would be just as much a mere letter of 
licence to all intents and purposes as befere. It would 
seem, therefore, that a letter of licence need not be bad 
under.the Act on the ground of unreasonableness, A 
majority of the court, however, held that the Act did not 
contemplate such a deed, It might have been thought 
before this decision that a deed of this sort was certainly 
within the spirit, if not within the express words of the 
section. It is obvious that there may be cases where it 
would be of very great advantage to the creditors gene- 
rally that the debtor should continue his business, instead 
of stopping it and handing over his assets to trustees. The 

connexion of a well known man is sometimes of 
se value, and is frequently of such a nature that 
it is almost entirely lost if the business is suddenly 





transferred to the management of other persons. In’a 
case like this it would-be very desirable for the creditors 
that the-debtor, if he were a man upon whose hont 
they could rely, should remain in the full and ae. 
oan “de of his business, and, in order th 

@ may do this, if is necessary to d against 
possibility of some one creditor faking leg. roce 
which might utterly frustrate the endeavours of .all the 
other creditors to pursue the course most adyantageous 
to the whole body. : 

Very often the most convenient way of carrying out 
such a scheme is by executing a letter of licence. It is 
to cases of this nature that the clauses of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1861, relating to arrangement deeds seem to be 
peculiarly applicable. If, however, itis to be considered 
as decided by Latham v. Lafone, that a letter of licence 
cannot have this effect, then a course of proceeding 
which under some circumstances may be extremely desir- 
able is rendered impossible by the somewhat strict con- 
struction which the statute has received in that case, It 
may, however, be deserving of consideration whether a 
letter of licence might not be drawn which would not 
be open to thisobjection. Such a deed might possibl 
be brought within the words of the Act by means — 
carefully-drawn recitals and covenants (we have already 
pointed out that there would be no difficulty at all in 
removing the objection of unreasonableness) without 
materially changing its character and leaving it in effect 
a mere letter of licence. 

It is as well to observe in conclusion that an objection 
might have been taken to the deed on the ground that 
it was only made with the creditors who executed or 
assented to it, and that there were no provisions for other 
creditors subsequently exeeuting it. In fact it appeared 
on its face to be a deed made only with certain specified 
creditors, and not with all the creditors. The effect of this 
does not appear to have been discussed, and it does not 
of course alter the general principles about such deeds, 
and we have for this reason not noticed this peculiarity 
more in detail. 





REVIEW. 

A Treatise on the Law of Window Lights. By F. L. 
LatHamM, Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London : Butterworths. 

Mr. Latham is evidently one of those authors who like to 
have a complete skeleton of their subject elaborated before 
putting pen to paper ; and the consequence is that this little 
work is one which we have much pleasure in recommendi 
to the profession. Too frequently a mere string of head- 
notes is presented to the reader as a treatise on some branch 
of law. ‘‘ Latham on Lights” is none of these. The se- 
quence of discussion is well ordered, and the author’s plan 
well adhered to, and, though the text comprises less 
250 octavo the subject is quite exhaustively 
treated. The whole course of decision upon each branch of 
the subject is well and conscientiously traced, and the lawyer 
who consults this work upon any particular point is thus 
enabled to appreciate the direction in which the result gof 
decisions has been tending. The author does not hesitate 
to express his own views upon various points and priosigion, 
and gives the reasons on which his opinions have n 
founded. 

Since the publication the author's view in one res has 
received a confirmation by a recent case decided by the Lord 
Chancellor. In the course of his examination of the extent 
of the right to light he discusses, of course, the questions 
arising on the amount of illumination, and the decisions 
thereon. The recent case of Calcraft v. Thompson, te 
15 W. R. 387, will be found to coincide with Mr. Latham’s 
conclusions, 

At the end of the work are placed a few precedents of con- 
veyancing forms appropriate to the subject, these are ‘very 
few in number, there are but four of them, but they will 
very likely be useful. 

As the author discusses carefully all collateral questions 
connected with the subject, such as questions on the law of 
covenants, and points arising out of the analogy to other 
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- easements, the law student who is somewhat advanced will 
, find the book an instructive one. For the practitioner 
the book possesses one great advantage, viz., that, owing to 
_ the arrangement of the sections, the volume is an excellent 
one in which to note cases. To solicitors the volume will, 
we think, be icularly serviceable. We all know how 
‘prone clients, especially old gentlemen and ladies, are to 
rush to their solicitor with their grievances, and how the 
man of law is expected to be ready, without a moment’s 
‘ hesitation, to inform his client of the exact extent of his 
legal rights in the matter of the particular wrong complained 
of. Armed with the work we have now reviewed, the prac- 
titioner will bein a fair way to cope successfully with the 
* exigeant client who comes to consult him about his 
windows, 








COURTS. 


LORD CHANCELLOR’S COURT. 

April 30.—Trowp v. Ricardo.—The ents on this 
appeal were concluded to-day. The Master of the Rolls, 
by the decree appealed from, had directed certain issues to 
betried at Common Law. 

From this decree Mr. Troup appealed, claiming to be 
€ntitled to a decree simply in his own favour, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR reserved judgment, 


VICE-CHANCELLORS’ COURT. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor MALINs). 


May 1.—His Honour called the attention of the bar to 
the fact that there were now three broken cause days, 
Thursday, Friday, and Saturday, and suggested that, as 
Thursday is seldom entirely nae by the motions, the 
adjourned summonses, hitherto taken on Friday, should in 
future follow the motions on Thursday, which would leave 
Saturday clear. 

Baily, Q.C., said such an arrangement would be very 
satisfactory. 

It was then settled that the alteration is to commence 
next term. 


May 2.—His Honour refused to hear a motion for the 
pointment of areceiver in a cause, because none of the 
citors were in court, and he was not furnished with a 


ap 

80 

eopy of the bill, although all parties consented to the appoint- 

ment, and their counsel were all present, and he expressed 

his intention not to hear motions in future unless the 
- Solicitors were present, so that he might be furnished with 

the necessary papers. 

(Before Vice-Chancellor Woop.) 


Bovill v. Crate.—This huge patent case now stops 
the way, and se likely to do so for some while longer. 
On Tharsday, being motion day, Bovill v. Crate was not 

* taken at all, and was resumed on Friday morning. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR MALINS’ CHAMBERS, 
(Before Mr. Buckxuigy, Chief Clerk.) 

May 2.—Overend, Gurney, & Company.—This day the 
adjourned application on the part of Mr. Oppenheim for the 
creditors for a further call of £10, came on before Mr. 
Buckley, and appeared to create considerable interest. The 
tall would produce £1,000,000. 

Mr. Linklater asked for further time, and entered into the 
— esented. The indebtedness was £18,000,000, and 

uced at the present time to £3, 440,000, whilst the assets 
had been represented as exceeding £5,000,000. 

Mr. Denton (Maynard & Denton), would submit the 
matter to the Vice-Chancellor, whether this was a proper 
time fora call. 

Mr. Dawies (Ashurst & Morris) asked for the call to be 
made, The question was, whether the creditors were to 


wait ° 

Mr. Gay (Dale, Furnival’s-inn) represented a large credito’ 
named Stephenson. “ ; 

A long di ion took place. There had been two divi- 
dends, amounting to 6s. in the pound, and the call now pro- 

would ace another million. 

The Cuiz¥y Cirnx said the present application was most 
important, and under all the circumstances he should prefer 
the application both as to time and also as to the call , sree 
decided by the Court. 





It was then settled that the application should be heard 
by the Vice-Chancellor at half-past three on Friday. 


COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 

April 30.—Sale and Others v. The Sheffield Cemetery Com- 
pany.—In this case fifteen actions had been brought by 
the Vicar of Sheffield and fourteen other clergymen to re. 
cover fees on interments in the cemetery. Fourteen new 
parishes and district chapelries had been carved out of the 
parish of Sheffield under the Church Building Act, and Lord 
Blandford’s Act, and the real question was, whether the 
incumbents of these districts were entitled to share the fees 
with the vicar. 

Fitzjames Stephen appeared for the Vicar of Sheffield, and 
Forbes for the — 3 claimants. * 

The Court held that the incumbents of the new parishes 
created under Lord Blandford’s Act were entitled to 
share the fees, but not the incumbents of mere district 
chapelries, 

May 2.—EHdmonds v. Granville.—Lopez showed cause 
against a rule calling upon the plaintiff to show cause why 
four warrants of attorney, and the proceedings that had been 
taken upon them, should not be set aside with costs, on the 
ground that they had been obtained from the defendant 
whilst jn custody under ca. sa., and without their being 
read over to him and explained. He read an affidavit deny- 
ing the statement, and showing that they were given freely, 
and that they were read over and explained to him in the 
presence of an attorney. 

Hawkins, Q.C., said that, after that statement, he could 
not support his rule. 

Rule discharged. 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 


April 30.—Hilmer v. Medcalf.—This was an action against 
Mr. William Medcalf, an attorney, for negligence, tried 
before Mr. Justice Byles, when a verdict was found for the 
plaintiff for £27. A rule having been obtained to. set 
aside the verdict on the grounds that there was no evidence 
of negligence, and that the verdict was against the weight 
of the evidence, 

Pearce showed cause against the rule. 

igby Seymour, Q.C., in support of it. 

Its peared that an action had been brought against 
the plaintiff, and the plaintiff had obtained a verdict 
which the defendant sought to set aside on the grout 
that it required a writing within the Statute of Frauds, 
and a rule nisi having been obtained, the rule absolute came 
on for discussion, but the plaintiff's counsel were then 
absent, and the rule was in consequence made absolute, 
and the plaintiff thereby lost the benefit of his verdict by 
reason, as was alleged, of the negligence of his attorney 
in not paying the fees of the counsel, who in consequence 
would not appear. The answer of the defendant was that 
he was already £28 out of pocket in the action, and he had 

iven the plaintiff notice that he could not pay the counsel’s 
fo without an advance. 

Counsel for the plaintiff now contended that the defendant 
had delivered a brief in the matter, but the counsel had re- 
fused to argue it unless properly instructed, and that the 
attorney having undertaken the case, could not abandon it 
on the eve of its being called on; he could only do so after 

iving reasonable notice, and here the defendant had not 
one 80. 

On the intimation of counsel for the defendant 
that he would consent to a verdict for nominal dam- 
ages, without a certificate for costs, 

The Court thought that a right course. 

The rule was therefore made absolute to reduce the dam- 
ages to one shilling without any certificate for costs. 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

May 2.—Slade v. Slade—The argument in this case, 
which had been adjourned until this day in consequence ‘of 
the indisposition of Coleridge, Q.C., was now resumed, and 
the Solicitor-General having concluded his ent for 
the plaintiff, Coleridge, Q.C., was heard for the defendant. 

The Solicitor-General, Kingdon, Q.C., Howe (of the Chan- 
cery Bar), and Bullar, for the plaintiff. 

Coleridge, Q.0., Mellisk, Wallis, Henry Matthews, and 
Bere, for the defendant. 





@2@omod rd FT 


eVWcror™= @& oro @ —4 


4 


May 41867, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. - 


619° 








oe 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE, 


- _ ABOLISHMENT OF AkREsT FoR Dest. 

Sir,—Without, at the present moment, stopping to ex- 
press an opinion upon the merits of this question generally, 
allow me to draw attention to an anomaly in the practice of 
arrest upon a writ of capias al present existing, and which 
the new bill, as it at present stands, would perpetuate. I 
refer to the fact that whilst the auxiliary warrant of arrest 
to be granted by the local authority may be executed by the 

rson to whom it is directed ‘‘in any part” of England, 
Be subsequent, or contemporaneous, writ of capias can onl, 
be executed by the sheriff of the county to whom it is 


directed. 

Thus, in this locality, the city and county of Bristol is 
situated geographically in the counties of Gloucester and 
Somerset, so that a debtor may pass, in the space of a 

uarter of an hour, into all three jurisdictions, tay va. 

m Durdham-down (Gloucestershire) across Clifton-down 
(Bristol), and over the suspension-bridge (Somerset)—re- 
quiring the issue of three writs and warrants and officers, in 
case of the debtor’s playing hide and seek with his creditor. 
In London it must be still worse ; for in the Strand you are 
in Middlesex ; in Fleet-street, in the city of London ; over 
Blackfriars-bridge, in Surrey ; run down to Deptford and 
you are in Kent ; and cross the riverand you are in Essex— 

: hiring five writs, &c., to properly ‘‘hunt” with. Who 
is there that, wishing to arrest a creditor about absconding 
from Liverpool to America, but has, for absolute precau- 
tidn’s sake, issued a capias into Lancashire (for Liverpool) 
and Cheshire (for Birkenhead), not knowing on which side of 
the river the vessel may be lying, or the debtor hid, till the 
last moment for putting off to embark ? 

The obvious remedy is to enact that the writ of capias 
shall run into any county, the same as the auxiliary warrant 
of arrest ; and were the attention of the Attorney-General 
drawn to the matter, I have no doubt that he would 
provide for it in the bill in question. 

JoHN MILLER. 





ARTICLED CLERKS’ FInat ExaMINaTIon. 

‘Sir,—If your correspondent, ‘* An Articled Clerk,” gives 
notlce of his intention to apply for examination before the 
ogmmencement of the term next preceding that in which his 
articles expire, he will in due course receive the usual cir- 
cular letter from‘the Sedretary of the Incorporated Law 
Society, one paragraph of which runs as follows :—‘‘ Where 
the articles have not expired, but will expire during the 
térm, the candidate may be examined conditionally ; but 
the articles must be left within the first seven days of term, 
and answers up to that time.” 

_ I presume the condition referred to is that the clerk shall 
not be admitted until his term of service has fully ex- 


Frep Acton. 





EXAMINATION FOR THE BAR. 

_Sir,—The system adopted by the Council of Legal Edu- 
cation relative to the examination of students of the Inns of 
Court for honours, previously to call to the bar, has been in 
existence for some time, and, though complaints and dis- 
satisfaction have been privately made and felt respecting it, 
yet nothing has been publicly brought forward in order 
that the merits of the public examination may be fairly set 
forth and tested. I am sure you will enable me, through 
your valuable Journal, to call the attention of the Council 
to the matter, 

The rales require that ‘‘any student who shall obtain a 
certificate may — himself a second time for examination 
as a candidate for the studentship or exhibition, but only at 
the ae examination immediately succeeding that at 
which he shall have obtained such certificate, provided that 


if any student so — himself shall not succeed in 


obtaining the stu 


ng em in the list. 
_t would venture to submit this modification, or rather ad- 
dition, “that students who fail to obtain the studentshi 
erexhibition, but do obtain acertificate of honour, shall no’ 
Present themselves at any subsequent examination.” 
My reasons for urging this amendment are these :— 
dents who obtain a certificate of honour may go up at 
© next succeeding examination and compete for the stu- 
dentship or exhibition. Now, this rule operates unjustly 


entship or exhibition, his name shall not 





and unfairly upon the other students who are pitted against 


one who has won a certificate of honour at the preceding exa- 


place, as he had so much longer time for 
cramming, and he consequently takes away 
least, of these students a place that he has fairly a right 


-Mination, and who will be almost certain to take the first-- 
ing, or it may . 
m one, at - 


— *2* and the knowledge that the honour man. will , 
get the first place tends to allay the ardent ambition of . 


others, and engender a spirit of hostility. 


I am sure the Council only requires to have this subjec§ 4 


bi 
dicial operation upon many students. G. 


[We are sorry that we cannot 


ought under its consideration to enable it to see its a : 
with our correspon- ‘ 


dent upon principle. As a fact, the honour-man of one . 
examination is by no means certain to take the first place at , 


the next. 
Ed. 8. J.J 


County Courts EquitaBLe JurisDicrion—Tue Cirt 
Covrr. 


Instances are not wanting to the contrary.— 





3 


Sir,—The Vice-Chancellor Stuart has, on two occasions, : 
decided that there is no appeal from the equity decisions » 


of the judge of the City Court, and he has 


decision upor the fact that the 18th section of the County : 


Courts Equitable Jurisdiction Act gives an appeal from the 
*¢ determination or direction of a judge of a County Court,” 
and that the Act has not constituted the City Court « 
County Court ; although the 4th section gives to the City 
Court the ‘‘ like jurisdiction, powers, and authorities in alg 
respects, except the power of appointing officers as are for 
the time being possessed 
metropolitan County Court. 

From these decisions there seems to be no appeal, and 
their effect is in reality to destroy all equity jurisdiction of 
the City Court, for if your readers look at the 10th section 
of the Act, they will perceive that proceedings in six dif. 
ferent classes of cases there stated are, in each case, to be 
taken.in ‘‘ that County Court,” having some particular con- 
nection with the subject-matter of the plaint or the parties 
to it. - In not one of these six classes is any mention made of 
the City Court, which must therefore be iucluded in the 
term “‘ County Court,” if it is to exercise the jurisdiction 
given 
County for the purposes of the 10th section, it is 
abundantly clear that no proceedings can be taken under 
the Act where the subject-matter or the parties, aceording 


the 4th section. If the City Court is not a» 


to the nature of the plaint, is situate or reside in the city. 


of London, because there is no County Court, unless, for 
the purposes of the Act, the City Court be one, answering 
in such cases the requirements of the 10th section. The 
same consequences follow with respect to the 5th and 7th- 
sections, On all principles of construction the words 
‘¢ County Court ” must have the same meaning throughont 
the Act, They cannot include the City Court for the pur- 
pose of enabling it to exercise jurisdiction, and exclude the 
City Court for the purpose of appeal. The result, there- 
fore, of the Vice-Chancellor’s judgment is to make the 
4th section a dead letter, and a ‘ dignus vindice nodus,” 
calls for the interposition of the Legislature. A short: 
Act simply enacting that, for all purposes of the County 
Coarts Equitable Jurisdiction Act, the City Court should» 
be considered a County Court, would remedy the mischief. 
Ouxar Law, 


[We think our correspondent has made a sensible sug- 
gestion.— Ed. S. J.] 





AMALGAMATION OF THE LEGAL PROFESSIONS. 

(The following paper, addressed originally to the Solies- 
tors’ Journal > hone has been communicated to us dy 
the author. We are always willing to hear both sides of 
every question affecting the legal profession, We need 
hardly say, however, that the writer's views are not our 
views, —Ed. 8. J.) 

** Sir, —That the present system of Bar advocacy impera- 
tively calls fer reform can scarcely be denied in the faee of 
recent experience, nor can the most sanguine longer hope 
for such reform to originate where the evil exists. 
succeeds case wherein suitor and attorney ap vainly" 
from the ruinous consequences of senior counsel’s absenca 
from court (especially at the nisi prius sittings), on the, 

und of attendance elsewhere, and the plain principle it 
ignored that with receipt of the fee the contract is made to 


and exercised by the judge ” of s : 
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attend, prepared for adv: », just as every other compact 
is made eeh members of the community, the b: of 
which would subject an attorney to an action for damages 
Various suggestions, made with the view of stopping 
~~, a to have some rere = * * and 

e result experience, strengthened by the tendency 
of our age to eal tion of energy, point to the severance 
of thé profession of barrister and solicitor as the true cause, 
not only of the mischief we have touched on, but of other 
evils —— deplorable. 

‘When Irish statistics startle us ——— diminished 
three millions, a national capital diminished twelve millions, 


and ‘taxation doubled on each individual since 1841, the | 


evil we deal with is one*claiming the gravest consideration, 
arid that it lies’ at the root of much which puzzles the in- 
quirer into the ramifications of Irish discontent, while, 
notwithstanding its magnitude, the mischief can be easily 
remedied, many, whose opinions are valuable, fully believe. 

‘*In the original constitution of any social fabric it is 
clear that the innumerable causes of difference between man 
and man must be anticipated, and means afforded for just 
arbitrament ; in the promptitude and consonance of adjudi- 
cation to the first principles of reason must be found its title 
te popular ~ 5 sae ; but as society becomes more artificial, 
asthe soldier becomes a ~~ necessity to enable the citizen 

— his energies to bear on his craft or business, it 
is fi analogously that a profession springs up which 
offers: to the litigant a means whereby his property, his 
character, or his life, can be protected, and his wrongs re- 
diessed, without exposure to the undue advantages resulting 
from accidental superiority of intelligence or training in his 
antagonist, while the time and labour of the tribunals are 
economised by having a responsible body before them accus- 
tomed to denude questions of extraneous or angry matter ; 
but here, on first principles, a delegated advocacy should 
stop, and when the client has told “his story, has had his 
means of attack or defence sifted by one inured to such a 
task, it would appear that the man to whom the case of 
another has been confided should be the representative of 
that other in his pleading and progress through the stages 
of the cause; should act and speak on the instructions 
directly gotten from the principal—and that to distil t h 
another brain, to commit to another tongue, the case of the 
client would jeopardize his interests, or be at best mere 

i} —* This objection appears to possess such 
wsight, at only in a country of the resources of England 

wuld the system work satisfactorily, while to a people poor, 
yet litigious, quick, subtle, and fond of the keen encounter 
of on wits, yet anxious for finality in such conflicts, this 
doubled advocacy would appear to present so complicated, 
cumbrous, and costly a machinery, that even long usage 
could scarcely palliate its daily inconveniences. 

*‘In an age which boldly. questions all antiquity has de- 
cided, rehearing causes which centuries acqui in con- 
sidering concluded, and even exhuming fresh evidence to 
disturb their verdicts, it does appear that a pasiod has 
arrived when, not to be inconsistent, we may ask why Ire- 
land has two legal professions, and why, although a wealthy 
community chooses to adopt a costly system, an impoverished 
community must continue it ? 

‘* Again, while several generations of Englishmen were of 
opinion that to permit the parties litigant to tell their own 
story would lead *— perjury and frustrate the ends 
of justice, for ages the common law refused to listen to 

laintiff or defendant, and took facts at second-hand rather 
touch a stiff-necked fallacy, dignified by ancient ap- 
proval, until Lord Brougham set to work for reform in this 
matter. The old system has been proved mistaken ; and he 
would be a daring individual who should attempt a repeal 
of the law, opening those lips so long sealed by absurd 
legislation ; yet, so strong was the apprehension of allowing 
principals to depose in a court of justice that even the 
attorney was made a mute also, lest contact with the 
client should render him the subject of prejudice or passion, 
but à fortiori, the principal himself being thus at length 
allowed. to speak, surely his attorney can no longer be 
muzzled. 

In consequence of the growing feeling in England: fa- 
vourable to a fusion of the professions, the London Times, 
some time since grappled with this matter: it asked why 
the distinction of professions should be kept up, and said— 
* Why should not I, the client, see you, the ister, face 
to face? Why, if I want a question mooted, must I go to 
an attorney, when you who plead for me get only one item 





=< the costs? or why, A ~ client, do not —— 8 

louble representation, ve a renee gentleman 
mixed up 3 my affairs, whom I never saw béfore, and may 
never see again ?’ 

‘‘ The waving He question has assumed in the sister island 
must. be considerable when the Times opened its columns 
to. the discussion ; let us therefore consider the general 
theory of distinction between the two branches of the legal 
profession, which may thus be summed up :—That the one 
is, and the other is not, a liberal profession; that the bar. 
rister is the superior, and the attorney the inferior ; that the 
one requires the good breeding, the accomplishments, and 
the education of a pr ray and that those things are not 
to be expected of the other; that on all public occasions 
whatever the barrister is the conspicuous person ; he sits in 
high places, and wears the professional uniform ; the attorney 
comes to him, and he is fenced off from going to the attor- 


ney, with a degree of care seeming to indicate that his 


virtue requires external fortification; again the attorney 
sends in his bill, and if it is not paid, may bring an action 
for it, but the barrister has no claim whatever for his fees ; 
indeed, according to the strictest view of the subject, he 
ought hardly to notice them—that is to say, he cannot in 
any way proportion the work to the money ; a tariff is pro. 
vided, ifying the prices, below which he is not allowed 
to go, but beyond that he ought, by right, to take what 
comes, and make no bargain, 

‘¢ Now, it is allowed that while the most distinguished 
members of the Bar occupy a higher position than the 
most emjnent —54— or solicitor, yet the lower class of 
barristers would stand very low indeed amongst attorneys, 
and it is childish to look on a man who passes his life in 
prosecuting and defending petty criminals at a Police-office, 
or at the Quarter Sessions, as in any respect the superior of 
the solicitor, who has tom the most important affairs 
of private families and public bodies; and there are pro- 
bably very few barristers who have to transact business 80 


important as that which comes before’ the solicitor to a: 


great railway company, or any other great trading body in 
England or Ireland. 

On what grounds, then, it is asked, can the barge dis. 
tinction between the two branches of the profession of the 
law be maintained, and what meaning has it ; for it has un- 
doubtedly produced a foolish notion that the profession of a 
barrister is more fit for a gentleman than that of an attor- 
ney, and that the latter profession does not form one of the 


few callings between which a young man has to choose after” 


completing his education at a public school and the univer. 
sity? He may become a clergyman, a barrister, a doctor, 
ora soldier; or he may try to get an Indian appointment. 


But for various reasons the number of youths who become 


clergymen is rapidly decreasing, and is not likely to increase, 


To be a doctor requires special tastes ; and though the pro- 


fession of a soldier is an excellent one to die in, it holds out 
little prospect of a in comfort, except to those who 
could live as well without it. Lastly, the Indian service 
is not very popular, and the number of those who can enter 
it is strictly limited, hence year after year the long list of 
loungers at the bar of both countries increases, t such 
men (and they number many of talent) do with them- 


selves is not easy to say: if the profession of an attorney, 


stood as it ought, that is, on the same footing, in regard: 
of social consideration, as that of a barrister, numbers of 
these gentleman might be both usefully and profitably em- 
ployed in it. 

“In the United States, and in some of our own colonies, 
the distinction between barristers and attorneys being un- 
known, a lawyer is a lawyer; he sits in his office, and goes 
to his clients, as they find it convenient ; and he goes into 
Court and there pleads the cause which he has prepared 
for trial whenever it is advisable to do so. 

** On first principles, then, we deny that there is any 
fandamental distincton between the professions, or that 
they require a different education, or a different set of 
rules, or are governed by a separate code of morality, and 
aver, after much deliberatien, that the Bar etiquette is 
based on an antiquated fallacy. 

‘* It may be said that there is an advantage in preserv- 
ing a class apart for legal advocacy, as the attorney 
would be incompetent for it, but this plainly ignores the 
necessary effects of the new demands on a profession 
which has hitherto kept abreast of all requirements, and 
would educate up to its status as it did under its new 
charter of 1866. 
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TF Abolish the exclusive audience in the Superior Courts |-teken ; as, for instance, must not the club be rogistered as & 


as at Quarter Sessions, and free trade in 
would eo on-the basis of common sense and 
market value; then in ordinary matters the litigant would 
direotly instruct my young friend Boanerges, without the 
$ ion of an , or instruct’ the attorney to 
lead: the matter given without the expense, the 
lay, and the trouble deuble representation involves, 
«while in weighty cases the client would not be prohibited 
from risking the heavy fee with Mr, Serjeant Buzfuz on 
the chance of his not ‘being in another Court, or in the 
{House of Commons, 

‘‘ Each member of a conselidated profession would thus 
have, and take, his place, to the incalculable advantage of 
abe.Bench,.the juror, the suitor, andthe public. 

“I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
**Gzorce WILLIAM SHANNON.” 





Common Law Jupazs. 
bir,—In the Standard of 16th April I read that Mr. Jas- 
tice Keating heard an appeal from his own decision, and, 
being dissatisfied with it, granted a rule nisi to upset it, 
and it was arranged that it should be heard before him 
and Mr. Justice Willes, I therefore quite agree with what 
I read in pp. 309, 429, and 504 of your Journal, written 
by “A Managing Clerk,” and what becomes of 
4*Lex’s” two replies? I would have noticed them myself, 
‘put agreeing so entirely as I did with “P. D. B.” and his 
uécessor in the argument, and thinking the latter much 
«more than a match for the frantic “Lex” (whose second 
«communication I almost regretted found a place in your 
olumns ), I did not wish to needleasly occupy your valu- 
‘able space, I agree with “A Managing Clerk” that the 
: increase of judicial strength to the Divorce Court 
is @clumsy remedy, and I think, with Lord Cranworth, a 
needless one, both as regards that and the common law 
-courts, Ifmore judges are wanted at all, it is to do the 
chamber business of the chancery courts (from which the 
oommon law judges are to be relieved). I quite agree 
‘with’all you have said as to the shameful way in which 
that is done, and your columns for years past have shown 
‘puch is the case; but why common law judges have sat 
for years to grant time to plead and other frivolous mat- 
‘ters, can only be accounted for-by lack of other employ- 
ment on their part, and because three judges were en 

fn banco without the fourth, and, as Mr. Justice Keating 
evidently thinks, because one or two are enough. 
— 4 — 
Sir,—On the 16th the Court of Queen’s Bench and the 
Bail Court rose for want of business, and yet we are told 
‘the judges have too much to do, Four sat in Banco as well 
@sin the other courts. An imposing array of remanets 
‘some being special juries which a ‘‘ A Managing 
”) p. 504) says truly,are not taken in term, and will 
mo doubt be made a great deal of in the Law Times as 
‘arrears at the sittings of the term, whereas they probably 
‘wereset down onthe 15th only. Agreeing as I do with all 
hé ‘has said, and thinking with you that the chamber 
business in Chancery is vilely eonducted, and needs more 
judicial strength (the judges sitting at 11 or 1, and not 3.30 
‘or 4), I do trust you will use your influence to defeat the 
bill for giving two additional judges to the Divorce Court 
‘who are to give up their spare time to the Common Law 

‘Courts, Ww. W 


[We do not remember saying that the Chancery chamber 
Practice is “ vilely conducted,” though, as our correspon- 
dént is aware, we appreciate its deficiencies. Ed. 8. J.] 





Crus Law, 
Sir,—In your journal dated 13th April, 1867, page 549, 
jon. were good enough to insert a question ing the 
liabilities of members of a cricket club, Perhaps I may 
mot have stated the question so distinctly as I could have 
‘wished, but it arises from the fact that most clubs have 
‘the following rule subsiating—viz., ‘‘ That the annual sub- 
®0ription be —— guineas, and that the Committee be em- 
Powered to call a further subscription if necessary, and 
‘that honorary members be admitted on payment of 


“The members of the club sign this among many other 
ules of the club, and ofcourse are in honour bound thereby, 
but the question is whether they can be compelled to be 
bound. by. them by law, without any further step being 





on. the rules treated as an agreement and 

This is a question that I feel affects the public generally, 

and ene that not one in ninety persons can answer, apd 

therefore I must ask you to excuse my troubling you to 

insert this, and trust that I may receive an answer from 

some of your learned in your next number, 
xX ¥. Z 





DowER. 

Sir,—Referring to your query at the close of my answer 
to ** X. Y.{Z.” contained in your last issue, B. would doubt- 
less be enabled under his power to appoint the legal estate, 
for by A’s appointment the uses subsequent to his power 
were annihilated, the uses under that power 
were substituted and would take effect out of the same 
seisin as served the uses limited by A’s conveyance, there- 
fore B.’s power was by the appointment substituted for 
that of A., and might be exercised in the same manner 
either by B.’s appointing the estate to C. in’ fee, or to 
such uses as. C. should appoint, and every use so limited, 
provided the exercise of the power were confined to the 
limitation of the use, would be legal estates. In fact B. 
might appoint to such uses as C. should appoint, C. in his 
turn to such uses as D. should appoint, and so on in infi- 
nitum, and every estate limited under any of the uses 
would be legal estates so long as the assurances under 
which the estates should be limited confined their opera- 
tion to the use. 

I spite agree with Mr. Kettle that by limiting the use 
the doctrine of “a use upon a use” is avoided, but if, 
as is sometimes the case, the estate should be limited 
ander‘ the power to B. to such uses; &c:, then that 
doctrine would apply, and the uses would be mere equitable 
trusts, 


I cannot, however, agree with ‘¢ A London Solicitor ” ag 
to the form of conveyance; for if the power of appointment 
is valid, by which power is given to limit the fee, why resort 
to a grant. the very use of which seems to impugn the 
efficacy of the power; by the exercise of the power the estate 
is defeated, and consequently the power to grant, and by 
granting the estate the power is extinguished, therefore the 
use of both means seems to mé incongruous, Your laste 
mentioned correspondent is also in error when he says, Tho 
uses following the power of appeintment are remainders.”® 
Now a remainder is an estate of freehold limited to take 
effect after the natura] determination of a i 
estate of freehold; but an estate limited, subject to a power, 
is not a remainder, but a vested estate in possession liable 
to be devested upon the exercise of the power. A, EH. 





APPOINTMENT. 


Apam MiTcHELL, Esq., of Parsonstown, and Dublin, to be 
Sessional Crown Solicitor for the King’s County. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 
Sir Colman O’Loghlen’s Libel Bill has been committed 


pro forma. 

The House has voted an advance of £402,000, for the pro- 
secution of the works connected with the New Law Courts. 

The Railways (Guard’s and Passenger’s Communication) 
Bill was read a second time on May 1. 

The Turnpike Trusts Bill was referred to a select committee 
on May 1. 

The Factory Acts Extension and Hours of Labour Bills 
were referred to a select committee on May 2. 

The Metropolitan Gas Bill has been committed pro formé, 
that the amendments agreed to by the gas companies may be 
inserted, on the understanding that it will be referred toa 
select committee. 





TRELAND. 


It is a well-settled rule of the bar that all pleadings 
should be drawn by members of the outer bar; they may be 
revised by Queen’s Counsel, but the custom of entrusting to 
junior counsel the duty of ——* the facts and pre- 
paring the technical statement of the case, is well estab- 
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lished: both in England and in Ireland. In violation of this, 
two petitions came under the Lord Chancellor’s cognisance 
having the names of members’ of the inner bar attached 
thereto, but not the ee of a junior, On the cases 
being moved, his Lordship declared in open court that he 
would not make an order of reference on a petition to which 
the name of junior counsel was not attached.—Saunders’ 
News Letter. - 

William Croker, Esq., son of John Croker, Esq., has been 
admitted an attorney of the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Com- 
mon Pleas, and Exchequer, and solicitor of the Court of 
Chancery. 











LORD CHANCELLOR’S COURT. 


April 27.—Re Purcell.—This was an application respect- 
ing two infants. The father, a Protestant, had died intes- 
tate, and the mother, a Roman Catholic, had ‘been appointed 
guardian by the Court, and allowed £500 a-year for 
their maintenance. Afterwards, nine years ago, she re- 
moved them beyond the jurisdiction, in order to brin 
them up in the Roman Catholic faith, and they remain 
with her in France. The Master of the Rolls thereon issued 
an attachment against her, and suspended the payment of 
the maintenance, which had now accumulated to the | extent 
of £2,000. Recently the mother presented a petition stating 
the death of one of the infants, and that she directed her 
solicitor, Mr. Orpen, to take out letters of administration in 
hername. This having been discovered by the uncle of 
the infants, ; 

Lawson, Q.C., and Exham, for the uncle, submitted that 
the widow, being still in contempt, could not receive any 
part of the infant's property ; her object, no doubt, was to 
obtain the means of es ping the order of the Court 
until her son should come of age, when he would be entitled 
to-the rents of ‘his property ; by that time his religious 
opinions would have become fixed. These facts had not 
‘been before the Master of the Rolls, who had made an order 
upon the petition. 

Sherlock, Q.C., and Sullivan, Q.C., contra. 

The Loxp CHANCELLOR said he could hear nothing from 
the lady while she remained in contempt. It might be 
that she had accomplished her purpose, and that he might 
(though hedid not say he would) have to give effect to 
what she had done. None of his predecessors, he believed, 
had ever interfered with the religious convictions of a ward 
of Court after they had become io. That question, how- 
ever, was not before the Court. Mr. Orpen had nearly 
brought himself into contempt, but he imputed to him no 
desire to deceive the Court ; he must, however, give costs 
against him. The order must be set aside, and £120 which 
had been already paid out of court, must be refunded. 





OBITUARY. 


THE HON. EDMUND HAYES. 

We regret to announce the death of the Hon, Edmund 
Hayes, ex-Judge of the Queen’s Bench, Ireland, We ex- 
tract the following account of the deceased judge from a 
Contemporary :— 

“Mr. Hayes, ex-Judge of the Queen’s Bench, died yes- 
terday at his residence near Bray, Born in 1804, he was 
educated at the Belfast Academical Institution, and en- 
tered Trinity College, Dublin, in the year 1820. He was 
called to the bar in 1827, and joined the North-East 
Circuit, which he subsequently exchanged for the Home, 
He was chosen by the Benchers of the King’s Inn as 
lecturer on Constitutional and Criminal Law, on which 
latter subject he published a valuable work. In 1852 he 
was appointed Queen’s Counsel, andin the same year became 
Law Adviser to} the Crown under Lord Derby's Ministry. 
On the return of the Conservatives to power in 1858, he 
was again appointed Law Adviser, and was subsequently 
made Solicitor-General, and was raised to the bench on 
the retirement of Mr, Justice Crampton, in 1859. About a 
year ago the state of Judge Hayes’s health obliged him to 
give up (it was hoped only for @ time) his duties in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench. To these he was never able to 
return, and before last Michaelmas Term he was com- 
Pelled to place his resignation in the hands of the Govern- 
ment. Judge Hayes was universally respected and es- 
teemed both in his public and private capacity. He won 


the confidence both of the profession and the public by his 
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uprightness and unswerving consistency, and his practica}. . 
good sense and energy of character.” —Times. an 
‘He was a native of Banbridge, where his father... 
and brother carried on an extensive linen manufacture,’ , 
and had been especially eminent as a criminal lawyer, - 
From '1830 to 1834 Mr, Hayes reported in the Court of. - 
Exchequer in Ireland, : 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 


Inner Temple :— ; 
Hartley Williams, ., B.A., Oxford ; Latham Chris--. 
topher Norris Percy Brickwood, Esq., B.A., LL.B., Cam- 
bridge; Edgar Rowe Everington, Esq., B.A., Oxford ;. 
Charles Piffard Hill, ome .A., Cambridge; Douglas. 
Arden, Esq., Oxford ; Ulick John Burke, . BA, Ox- 
ford ; Henry Hollway, Eats M.A., Cambridge; Gabrie}' 
Prior — Esq. ; and Charles Albert Sheppard, Esq., 
M.A., Oxfo: \e : 
Middle Temple :— : 
John Harlowe Turner, Esq. ; George Shee, -» LL.B.,. . 
Trinity-hall, Cambridge ; Budroodeen Tyabjee, ; Isaac, 
Badcock, Esq., B.A., Trinity College, Oxford ; Richard. 
Sanders, * Robert Wilberforce Merttins Bird, Esq.; : 
Frank Mantell Adams, Esq., B.A., Sidney Sussex College, 


Cambridge ; Wade Shenton Garnett, ., B.A,, Trinity 

College, Bublin ; Emile Vaudayne, Esq.; Frederick Henry. 
Avice, as and Frederick Octavius Crump, Esq., of 
Queen’s College, Cambridge. 


Lincoln’s-inn ;— th 

Jemmett Browne, Esq., B.A., Oxford ; Charles Henry- - 
Robarts, . M.A., Oxford ; the Hon. Frederick George. : 
Dutton, B.A., Oxford; Henry Samuel Brandreth, Esq.s. ; 
B.A., Cambridge; Baldwin Michael Smith, Esq., B.A.» 5 
Oxford ; the Hon. an ne Charles Edward Abbot, M.A.,: ; 
Oxford; Arthur Loughborough, Esq., B. A. Oxford ; Cecil. , 
Mark Fulford, Esq., B.A. Cambridge ; and Robert Swan, - 
Stephen, Esq., B.A., Cambridge, 

ray’s-inn :-— 


William Gouldthorp, Esq. 
EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Easter Term, 1867. , 
The final examination of articled clerks took place on the 
30th April and 1st May, at the Hall of the Incorporated Law. - 
Society, Chancery-lane, London. 
The examiners were the Master, C. Manley Smith, Mr. © 
W. Strickland Cookson, Mr. John Hollams, Mr. Robert: ’ 
Wilson, and Mr. John Moxon Clabon. 


QUESTIONS FOR THE FINAL EXAMINATION. 
Easter Term, 1867. ‘ 
I,.—Common AND StaTuTE Law AND PRACTICE OF THB” 
Courts. 
1. Is there any, and what, limit of time within which ap- ~ 
lication must be made to set aside process, or proceedi 
or irregularity ? f. 

2. Is there any, and what, process by which a judgmente-; 
creditor can obtain execution against book debts owing to) 
his debtor ; and, if so, how can he ascertain who are such 
ane btained t judgment inst, 

3. A. having obtained a county court judgment againsé:, 
B. for an po i exceeding £20, finds "that B. has no 
goods within the jurisdiction of such county court, but has 
goods beyond such jurisdiction ; how can he satisfy his judg. 
ment out of the last-mentioned goods ? ; 

4, Is it ever 2 renew the — 7 of a bil?’ 
of sale which has once duly registered under the Bills” 
of Sale Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 36)? and if so, how often 
should such registration be renewed ? 

5. Where one writ is issued (under the Bills of Exchan 
Act, 1855) against both the drawer and acceptor of @ ; 
of Exchange, can subsequent proceedings be taken against 
both jointly ? . : 

6, Within what time after service of a writ under the- 
Bills of Exchange Act, 1855, must the defendant apply for _ 
—* to appear; and to whom must such application be 
made ? 

7. Can the costs ofan award be taxed before the time for: 
setting the award aside has elapsed ? 
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8, Under the Statute of Frauds it is that the 
-eonsideration for an agreement should be stated in the 
ent. Does this apply to an agreement of guarantee P 

Give the reason for your answer. 
9. How soon can a plaintiff enforce an award made upon 
acompulsory reference under the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854? and what course must he pursue for that pur- 


? 
Pr. Can the attorney for a plaintiff, at whose suit a de- 
fendant has been taken in execution, in any, and what way 
authorise the Sheriff to discharge the defendant ; or must 
the sheriff have the plaintiff's authority for so doing ? 

11. Can a person not named in a writ of ejectment be 
-gllewed to appear and defend; and if so, in what way 
-ghould he proceed ? 

12. Can a person who has lost a bill of exchange, upon 
which if in his possession, he would be entitled to sue, sue 
ppon it notwithstanding such loss? And if the defendant 

feta up such less as a defence, what course should the 
intiff pursue ? 

13. Can the widow of a man killed by a railway accident 
‘under any, and what circumstances sue in her own right for 
“oom ion under Lord Campbell’s Act (9 & 10 Vict. c. 
93) ? or, if not, in what manner can she obtain such com- 
; ion 
“14, In an action at law in which it is necessary to put in 
éyidence a will of real estate in order to establish a devise, 
‘is there any, and what, mode (except an admission by the 
other side) by which the party wishing to give such evidence 
can save the expense of producing the original will ? 

15. Isa convicted felon, undergoing his sentence, in any, 
and what, cases admissible as a witness in a civil action ? 
Give the reason for your answer ? 


II.—ConVEYANCING. 


: 1, A devise to A. and his heirs in trust for B. and his 
heirs—A. by deed disclaims the devise made to him. In 
whom are the legal and equitable estates in fee respectively 


vested ? 
a What is the difference between a fee simple and a base 


$ 
' 8. What is an advowson, and how may it be acquired— 
and what right does it confer on its owner ? 

4, Give an instance of personal estate which may be be- 
queathed to endow a school, and of personal estate which 
Cannot be so bequeathed ; and in each instance state why. 

. 6» Land held in fee simple is devised to A. for life, and 
after his death to the heirs of his body, A. has a son 
who is of age. How, and by whom, can the fee simple be 
vested in a purchaser ? 

« 6, What is necessary to the validity of a conveyance of 
land for the endowment of a school ? 

7. A, and B. are joint tenants in fee of Blackacre. C. 

and D.-are tenants in common in fee of Whiteacre. A. and 
C. respectively devise, in general terms, all their respective 
teal estates to E. To whom will A.’s interest in Blackacre, 
and C.’s interest in Whiteacre, respectively go ? 
S. A testator leaves a legacy to a daughter, and a legacy 
Xoaniece. Both daughter and niece die before the testator, 
leaving children. Do the legacies lapse, or if not, to whom 
are they payable ? 

9. Land may be acquired by descent or by purchase. By 
what other modes, if any, may land be — 

0. Land is mortgaged in fee to A., who dies intestate. 
ow can the land be vested again in the owner discharged 


from the mortgage ? 

11, Land is limited by settlement to A. for life, with re- 
mainder to his first and other sons successively in tail male, 

d is with a jointure for his widow, and with por- 

ons for younger children. The settlement contains no 
power of sale. Can the land be sold in the lifetime of A., 
and mage then minority of his sons; and if so, by what 

eans, and with whose concurrence. 

12. A., being owner in fee simple of land, borrowed 
money of B. five years ago, and mortgaged the land to 
Secure payment of the rasta and entered into the usual 
| oe covenant to pay the money with interest. A. 

ed last year intestate. Both the land, and the personal 
estate of A. are, of course, liable to the mortgage, but on 
which must the repayment ultimately fall ¢ 

18. A woman, owner in fee of land, marries without a 
settlement, and has children. What estate or interest has 
her — in the land during her life, and after her 





14, An owner in fee of land dies intestate leaving a son 
A., and a daughter B., by his first wife, and a son C., by his 
second wife. A. dies intestate and unmarried. Who then 
is entitled to the land, and why ? 

15. A. and B. (each being an only child) become separately 

of land, in fee simple; A. as heir at-law of his 
mother, and B. under his mother’s will. A. and B. both 
die intestate, each leaving a brother of his father, and a 
brother of his mother surviving him. To whom will the 
lands of A. and B. respectively go ? 
III. ÆXqurrx AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTs. 

1. Will the Court of Chancery grant an injunction to re- 
strain a public nuisance ; and, if so, at whose suit, and is 
it in all cases necessary to show that the party applying for 
the injunction has sustained some special or particular 

et 

2. Give a few instances in which the Court of Chancery 
will decree specific performance of contracts, and a few in- 
stances in which it will not do so. 

3. If A. contracts to sell land to B., and upon investiga- 


tion of the title it is found doubtful, can B. compel A. to” 


complete the sale either with or without giving an indem- 
nity ¢ 

4. Under what circumstances may a company under the 
Companies Act, 1862, be wound up by the Court? 

5. What is the difference between a specific legacy and a 
general legacy of personal estate? Give’ two or more in- 
stances of each description of legacy, and of cases in 
which . is material to consider whether a legacy is general 
or specific. 

6 Is there any, and, if any, what difference between the 
rules of evidence at law and in equity ? 

7. If A.’s house adjoins B.’s private pleasure grounds, but 
for — of twenty years A. had no window everlook- 


ae. 


ing B.’s grounds, and A. opens a window overlookiag them, -*” 


has B. any, and, if any, what remedy? “~~ 

8. If a defendant is desirous of obtaining from a plaintiff 
in equity discovery of facts or documents, in what mode can 
he do so ; and is the course of proceeding the same wher the 
discovery sought relates to facts as when it is limited to 
written documents ? { 

9. If, after a deed has been executed by all parties and 
acted upon, it is discovered that it is in some respects in- 
consistent with the real agreement, can either a 
relief, and if so, how, and is it necessary to establish fraud 
or unfair conduct ? 

10. Is it always necessary for a defendant te file either an 
answer, demurrer, or plea to the plaintiff's bill? Give 
instances in which the defendant should demur or plead. 

1l. Isa —** of consols to be applied in rebuilding a 
public hospital valid? Give the reasons for your answer. 

12. If an infant son during his father’s lifetime becomes 
entitled to property, will the Court direct the income, or 
any part of it, to be applied for the maintenance and educa- 
tion of the infant, and by what will the Court be guided, 
and is it necessary to institute a suit for the purpose of 
obtaining its decision? Would the same rules apply if the 
infant had no parent living, or hada mother only living, 
and if not, why not ? 

13. Should a mortgagee require the title deeds of the 
mo property to be delivered to him? If he omits to 
do so,'and the mortgagor dies insolvent, having judgment 
and other specialty creditors, and also simple contract 
creditors, what will be the rights of the mortgagee and the 
other creditors respectively as respects the mortgaged pro- 


perty ? 

14. If A, having expended £2,000 in the purchase of a 
business for one of his two sons, dies intestate, leaving a 
widow and his two sons, and personal property of the value 
£10,000 how much will the widow and two sons be respec- 
tively entitled to receive ? 

15. Ifa trustee for sale purchases the trust property for 
its full value in the name of another and. pays the 
perobase money to the parties A ag ais to it, ond afterwards 
expends money in permanently improving the property, 
can the sale be set aside, and if so, when, and at whose 
instance, and upon what terms? 

IV.—BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTs. 

1. Does the estate of a bankrupt pass te the assignees 
from the advertisement of the adjudication, or from the 
making of the adjudication, or from any prior or other date; 
and, if so, from what date ? 
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2. Suppose the bankrupt to have made a ent of 
money,-or a transfer of property, after the date which 
the title of the assignees commences ; is sach.paynient or 
transfer necessarily invalid, or under what cireumstances 
does it hold good ? see Sa | 

8. If furniture hasbeen transferred. by a deed of transfer 
{that is to say, by a bill of sale), duly executed and regis- 
tered, and the transferor becomes bankrupt before the trans- 
feree has taken possession of the furniture, does the regis- 
tered deed of transfer hold good against the assignees? | 

4. As regards the validity of a transfer by deed, without 
a change of possession, is there any, and, if any, what, dis- 
tinction between moveable personal chattels and tenant's 
fixtures; that is to say, things fixed to land held by the 
bankrupt under a lease, and legally removable by the tenant 
during the term of the lease ? © oat 

5. what principle is it supposable that the assignees 


can ever have a title ta any which thei decessor in 
_ tite the ‘bankrop alcasiod by a alld dead ehoe ‘be 


09 al : 

6. 17008 the principle referred to (if there be any such) 
ever, and when, how, apply to things found by the 
assignees. in the bankrupt’s possession, but belonging to 
as * — 

. If the assighees ean ever acquire a title to things pos- 
sessed by the bankrupt, but — * to.another person, 
how is this law — with —— —— se ee 
recover an altear of rent out o i y the 
bankrupt.on land ef which he is tenant ? 

8. If goods have been bought by the bankrupt, and are, 
at the date of the bankruptcy, in coutse of transmission to 
him, without having been paid for, is the title of the as- 
— subject to any, and, if any, what, exception or defea- 
sibility in favour of the unpaid’ vendor ? ; 

9. If a debt due to the person who becomes bankrupt was 
sold or transferred before the bankruptcy, with a power of 
attorney to sue for it in the name of the transferor, can the 
transferee sue in the bankrupt’s name after the bankruptcy ? 
State the principle of your affirmative or negative answer. 

10. -the bankrupt. to have claims on persons 
living ane say —— these vest in the * * 

11. Is there any, and, if any, what distinction, as regards 
the title of the assignees, between claims on debtors resident 
in France, and land in France. ‘ 

12. Can proof be made in bankruptcy for a debt not due 
till after the bankruptcy ? om 
a 13, Howifit bea debt that may perhaps never become 

ne ? 

14. Suppose the bankrupt to have given an’ acceptance 
—* ae after the —— and 4 have, by se of 
set off, a right to recover damages from the holder of the 
bill (suppose for a libel), what right of proof has the 
creditor ? 

15. On what principle is it that the law ever discharges 
| paris from his debts without payment of them in 

t 


V.—CruunxaAL Law anp PROvUEEDINGS BEFORE Macis- 
TRATES, 


1. What is treason ? State the three branches under which 


it ~~: Peas ¢ 

2. t is the distinction between felony and mis- 
demeanour? State the incidents of each as to forfeiture, 
arrest, and trial. 

8. What is murder? .Mention some of the intentions 
which constitute malice, 

4, ‘What is burglary ? 

5. What is larceny ? 

6. What is embezzlement ? 

7. State generally the proceedings taken in a case of felony, 
to obtain a conviction. . 

8.. What is an indictment, and how are objections to it to 
be taken ; and:may it be amended, and when ? 

9. What is the difference between English and French 
law with refereiice to the interrogation of prisoners ? 

10. State the difference between direet and circumstantial 
evidence. 

11: Give an instance of a leading question, and of one 
which is not leading, i 

12. What is the rule as to husbands and wives being 
witnesses for or against each other on criminal trials ? 

13. What is the rule as to the incompetency of witnesses 
for want of religious belief? 


salt, How can the credit of witness be attacked on a: 


: 46. —228 
as to errors in form of procedure—and as to law ? 


ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS AT EASTER TERM FINAL. 
EXAMINATION. “ 
(By G. Sangster Greén and George Kenrick Esqs.) 
I.—Common Law. 
1. There is no actual limit of time within whick an ap 


plication to set aside process or proceedings for irre ; 
must be made, but by the 135th of the practice rulés-of* 
a Big 1853 it is provided that no such applicatton: 
shall be allowed unless made within a reasonable Hime, nor’ 
ifthe party applying has taken a fresh step after know-- 
ledge of the irregularity. . 
2. A judgment creditor may obtain an order to attach 
any debts owing to his judgment debtor from any other 
pee. The order is obtained upon an.ex parte spells 
ion to a judge in Chambers. The order is served wpon the: 
debtor, (called the garnishee), and if he does not dispute the- 
debt, or pay into court the amount, or sufficient to answer; 
the judgment debt, the judge will make an order for exectt- 
tion to issue. The judgment creditor may obtain a rule or 
order for the judgment debtor to attend and be orally ex: 
amined before a master of the court or other person, and to 
produce his books, at which examination the particulars 
the book debts may be ascertained (Vom. Law Pro. Act; 
7 ae aso plaintil fy his judgm f the goods 
_ 8. The plaintiff may satisfy his judgment out of the goods: 
which are not in the arisdiction of the County Court ye 
which the judgment was obtained by means of a warrant of 
execution which may issue out of that court and be sent 
to the registrar of the county court in whose jurisdiction. 
the goods are (9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 104). Or he may ree 
move the judgment into one of the superior courts by a writ: 
of certiorari (the debt exceeding £20), and thereupon ex- 
ecution may be issued on such judgment as if it had originally: 
»been obtained inthe superior court (19 & 20 Vict. c. 108 
8. ‘ 


49). 

4. By 29 & 80 Vict. c. 96, it is provided that the regis · 
stration of a bill of sale must be renewed every five yearsy. 

5. Proceedings subsequent to the writ cannot be taken: 
against the drawer and acceptor of the bill jointly ; but such 
proceedings must be taken as if — writs had been 
issued against each party (See Bills of Exchange Act, 1855; 


8. 6). 

. The defendant must — to a writ under the Bills of. 
Exchange Act, within twelve days of the service, but he 
must previously. obtain leave from a judge or from the Court 
toa and defend the action. 

7. The costs of an‘award may be taxed before the time: 
for ae it aside has expired (Rules of Hilary Term, 1853, 
No. 170). 

8. It * not now necessary for the consideration for @. 

rantee to be stated in or be referred to by the memoran- 

um in writing of the ent. The rule was otherwise: 

before the statute 19 & 20 Vict. c. 97, which amended the 
law in this respect, Wain v. Walters, 2 Sm. L, O. 147. 


9. A plaintiff may enforce an award made upon a come 


ulsory reference when the time for applying to set it aside 
expired, or by leave of a judge at any time after seven 

days from the time of publication, although the time for 
moving to set it aside has not expired. An * to 
set it aside must be made within the first seven days of thy 
term next —— publication, whether it be made im 
term or vacation. e award may be enforced in the sam 
way as the verdict of a Pag Judgment must first be 
(Kendil v. Merrett, 4 W. R. 594). 

10. The plaintiff's attorney, by whom a writ of ca. sa. was 
issued, can authorise the sheriff to discharge the defendant, 
who is in custody under the writ, by means of a written order’ 
signed by him, unless the party for whom such attorney: pro· 
fesses to act shall have given notice to the eontrary, to the 
sheriff's officer. The discharge is not, however, a sa 
of the debt unless made by authority of the creditor (Com, 
Law Procedure Act, 1852, s. 126). 


‘HL “Any pérson.who is, either personally or by his:tenant,. 
in} — the land included:in a writ of ejectment;or 


thereof may, by leave ofa judge to be obtained on: 
vit, appear and defend although not named in the write 





If he defend as landlord that fact must bo stated in the ap- 


is allowed in criminal cases as to faets ⸗ · 
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spa (Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, ss. 172 and 
78). % 


12. A person may bring an action —— 
notwithstanding that it is lost, and if the loss thereof 
pleaded as a defence, the plaintiff should apply to a judge 
far an order. that the loss shall not be set up, provided an 
indemnity is given to the satisfaction of a master against the 
claims of any other _ upon the bill (Com. Law Proce- 
dure Act, 1854, 8. 87). 

18. In case there is no executor or administrator of the 
deceased man, or in case such executor or administrator has 
omitted, for six months after the death, to bring an action 
to recover compensation for the injury, an action may be 
brought in the name or names of the person or persons for 
whose benefit such action might have bro by the 

nal representative. If there were no children: of the 

the widow 

pointed out, bring the action in her own name alone ; but 

if there were any children, they would have to be joined in 
the action (27 & 28 Vict. c. 95). 

e Probate Court Act (20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s. 64), 
the party wishing to establish the devise can give to the oppo- 
site party ten days’ notice of his intention * in evidence 
as proof thereof the probate copy of the 5 or an office 
copy thereof; and, in such case, such probate or office 
copy shall be ‘sufficient evidence of the will, unless the 

posite party. shall, within four days after —— such 
notice, have given notice that he disputes the validity of 
— A pees We adnaionth although h 

4. rson is admissible as a witness e isa 
convicted felon even undergoing his sentence, for crime is 
not now a ground of incompetency to give evidence (Best on 
Evidence, 203 ; 6 & 7. Vict. c. 8). 

II.—ConvEYANCING. 

(@y J. Bradford and T. Widdows.) 

1. No trust or duty being by the devise in question im- 

on A,, he is, by virtue of the Statute of Uses, a mere 
conduit pipe for conveying the legal estate to B., in whom 
therefore, the legal and equitable estates are — 
vested. The disclaimer of ‘A, is unnecessary and futile ( 
Hen. VIII., e. 10). 

2. A fee simple is an estate limited to a man and his 
heirs general ; a base fee is an estate similarly limited, but 
with a qualification, asin the case of a grant to A, and 
his heirs, tenants of the manor of Dale;-in this instance 
whenever the heirs of A. cease to be tenants of that manor, 
the grant is entirely defeated. The term base fee is usually 
applied to the estate created by the alienation of a tenant 
in tail, where the issne are barred, but those in remainder 
or reversion are not; ‘and where, therefore, the estate must 
@ease whenever there ceases to be heirs of the body of the 
tenant in tail (Stephen’s Com., vol. 1). 

3. An advowson is a ight of presentation to 
an ecclesiastical benefice. It may be acquired like other 
hereditaments by a conveyance inter vivos by devise or by 
inheritance. If it be an advowson appendant to a manor, 
itmay be acquired by taking a conveyance of the manor, 
but if it be an advowson in gross it must be conveyed like 
@ny other separate inco hereditament by a deed of 
grant. The owner of the advowson is termed the patron 
of the benefice, but as such he has no property or interest 
‘in the glebe or tithes which belong to the incumbent. As 
— he simply enjoys a right of nominationfrom time to 

as the living becomes vacant (Williams’ Real Prop.). 

‘4, A bequest of pure personalty not charged on land, 
‘and not to be produced from the sale of land, for the pur- 
pose of endowing a school is a valid bequest. A bequest 
of money ch on land or of the proceeds of land directed 
to be sold is not a valid bequest (Kirkbank v. Hudson, 7 
Price, 212; Robinson v. Robinson, 19 Beav. 494). 

6. Where land is devised to A. for life, and after his de- 
Cease to the heirs of his body, by virtue of the application 
Of the rule in Shelley's ease, A. is tenant in tail in possession, 
and he alone can, therefore, vest the fee simple in a pur- 
owned an ordinary disentailing deed led in Chan- 


of 


6. Under the Mortmain Act, 9 Geo. 2, o. 36, a convey- 
nce of land for any charitable use is tobe made by deed, 
indented, sealed, and delivered in the presence of two wit- 
nesses, twelve calendar months at least before the death of 
the grautor, and to be enrolled in Chancery within six 
Calendar mionths after such execution; and such convey- 


might, in such cases as have been 





er the Fines and Recoveries Act, 3 & 4 Will. 4, th 


ance is to teke effect. in--possession, and to be wi 
power of revocation for the benefit of the grantor, or -it- 
will be invalid. Certain modifications of the conditions 
required by the Mortmain Act have been made in fayour 
of particular kinds of schools: 7 & 8 Vict..c, 37; 12 & 13- 
Vict. c, 49; 15 & 16 Vict. c. 49, 


survive to the other joint tenant, B., as a joint tenant, 
cannot by will defeat the right of survivorship of his co- 
tenant which has accrued before the will takes effect. C,’s- 
interest in Whiteacre will pass by his will to E., as there: 
is no right of survivorship amongst téniants in common: “ 

“8. Where a testator leaves a legacy to a daughter and a 
legacy to a niece, and both daughter and niece dié Before 
the’ testator, leaving children, the legacy to the niece 
lapses ; ‘that to the daughter, by virtue of the 33rd _ section: 
of the Wills Act, 1 Vict. c. 26, takes effect as if the death: 
of the daughter had happened immediately after the death 
of the testator. 

9. The words “descent ” and *purchase” are some- 
times used to express all the modes by which land may bé 
acquired, and in this sense are considered equivalent to 
the expressions ‘‘act of law” and “act of the party.” 
The latter, however, are more correct. e i “ Act. 
of the law” includes descent, escheat, tenancy by the cur— 
tesy and tenancy in dower. “ Act of the party” will comre 
prise purchase, devise, occupancy, forfeiture, and volun 
transfer. Partition and enclosure are sometimes reft 
to as modes of acquisition which are not included under 
the terms “ descent” or “ purchase.” 

10. Where 9 a age 328 2* te, tho right to 
receive the mortgage ebt, bein rsonal pro > passes 
to the mortgagee’s — 5 whilst the Mand, tea Teak 

roperty, descends to the mo e’s heir. . The | 
be vested again in the owner, — from the 
by a deed in which the mo ’s administrator and heir: 
coneur, the*former to give a di ge for the money, the- 
latter to convey the estate. * 

11. Where land is limited by settlement to A. for life, 
with remainder to his first. and other sons successively im. 
tail male, and is charged with a jointure for his -widow and 
with portions for younger children, but the settlement con-- 
tains no power of sale, such lands may ‘be sold by order 
of the Court of Chancery in the lifetime ‘of A. oad, duri 
the minority of his sons under the authority of the Leases. 
and Sales of Settled Estates Act, 19 & 20 Vict. c..120,af 
the settlement does not contain an express provision to the 
contrary. The mode of procedure is to presenta petition, 
bringing the parties ha interests under the settlement 

ior to the first tenant in tail, and also such tenant in tail, 

fore the Court, and if the Court is satisfied that the pro» 
posed sale is a proper one, it will, with the concurrence of 
the parties, give directions accordingly. The interests of 
the infant tenant in tail must be protected by the appoint- 
ment of a guardian, who should take care that the Court 
be furnished. with proper information with regard to 
the infant’s interest, and should make an application at 
chambers before the petition is heard for leave te consent om 
the behalf of the infant. ’ 

12. Where the owner of land in fee simple five years ago 
mortgaged such land, and has since died intestate, the re- 

yment of the mor debt must ultimately fall upon the 
fond, as since the 31st December, 1854, the 17 Vict. c. 113;. 
throws the debt primarily on the land, unless the mortgagor 
has by will expressed a contrary intention. : 

13. During the wife’s life the husband is entitled to the 
whole of the rents and profits which may arise from the lands, . 
and acquires a freehold estate therein daring She continu-- 
ance.of the coverture, After her death, if he has had issue; 
by her born alive that might by possibility have inherited 

e estate as her heir, he will become entitled to an estate 
for the residue of his life in such land, called an estate by 


e curtesy. 

14,. Where an ownerin fee of land dies intestate, leaving 
ason A. anda daughter B. by his first wife, and a.son G. 
by hissecond wife, and then A. dies intestate and unmar- 
ried,.C, will then become entitled to the land, as descent 
is to’ be traced from the purchaser, who in this cage 
must be assumed to’ be the owner, from whom A. took. 
by descent. The heir of the purchaser is C., a male, 
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V will * in preference to B., a female (3 & 4 Will. 
+, ©. 106). 
15. The nds of A., which were taken by descent being 
‘inherited from his mother FP to her heir, who, in the 
“case put,-is her brother. Under the Inheritance Act a 
devisee is considered a purchaser, and consequently the 
‘lands of B., which were devised to him by his mother, will 
£ to his heir, who, in the case put, is his father’s brother. 
‘Tt is assumed that in the latter case both father and grand- 
'father are previously dead. 
TH.—Equtry anp Practice or THE CourRTS. 

(By J. Bradford and G. S. Green.) ' 

1. The Court of Chancery will, in a proper case, grant an 
injunction to restrain a public nuisance. Suchan injunc- 
tion should be applied for by information at the suit of the 
Attorney-General. If the nuisance causes special damage 
to a private individual, an injunction will be granted at the 
suit of such private individual (Soltau v. De Held, 2 Simons’ 
N. 8. 145-151). 

‘The general rule acted on by the Court of Chancery in 
granting or refusing a decree for specific performance is, 
that in cases where the remedy by the recovery of damages 
would not be adequate, specific performance will be decreed ; 
but where damages would be an adequate remedy, specific 
performance will not be decreed. The Court will decree 
‘Specific performance of a contract for the purchase of land, 
railway shares, a picture by an old master, a patent, an 
annuity charged on a parti fund ; but net for the pur- 
‘hase of Consols, an hundred quarters of wheat, nor personal 
whattels generally. With regard to contracts, the perform- 
ance of which relate te the personal acts and services of 
one of the parties, the Court will not in general attempt to 
enforce them in specie as a contract to build a house, or to 
a - —* t (Cuddee v. Rutter, and Notes W.& T. L. c. 

. 709). 

2. If A. contracts to sell lend te B. and upon the inves- 
tigation of the title it is found doubtful, B. can compel A. 
to complete the sale if he is willing to accept the title, such 
‘as it is, being the best title A. can give him; but B. cannot 
compel A, to complete the sale, and also to give an iadem- 
nity against the defect in the title, 

4. A registered company may be wound up by the Court 
sander the Companies Act, 1862, under the following cir- 
cumstances 


(1.) Whenever the company has passed a special resolu- 
tion requiring the company to be wound up by the Court, 

(2.) Whenever the company does not commence its busi- 
ness within a year from its incorporation, or suspends its 
“business for the space of a year. 

(3.) Whenever the members are reduced in number to 
Jess than seven. 

(4.) Whenever the company is unable to pay its debts. 

(5.) Whenever the Court is of opinion that it is just and 
equitable that the company should be wound up. 

5. A specific legacy is a bequest of a specific thing or 
number of things; a general legacy is a bequest in general 
terms, where the testator does not define the particular 
thing or things given. A bequest of the gold watch belong- 
ing to the testator, presented to him by A. B., and of the 
farniture which shall be in his house at the time of his de- 
@ease, are specific legacies. But a bequest of a gold watch 
of the value of £50,and of the sum of £1,000, are general 
legacies, The cases in which it is material to consider 
whether a legacy is specific or general are where the sub- 


_ject of the supposed specific legacy is not the property of 


the testator at the time of his death, and where the pro- 
perty of the testator is not sufficient to meet all the lega- 
cies, in which case the general legacies abate first. 
6. The rules of evidence at law and in equity do not 
- Giffer from each other; but there is an important difference 
‘in the manner in which evidence is, in general, brought be- 
fore the courts. At law the witnesses, in general, give their 
evidence viva voce in the presence of the Court. In equity 
the witnesses, in general, give evidence by deposing to affi- 
- Gavits which are prod before the Court, and read in 
‘the absence of the witnesses. Courts of Equity have now 
power to adopt either method, 
7, Where A’s house adjoins B.’s private pleasure-grounds, 
but for upwards of twenty years A. has had no window 
- Overlooking B.’s grounds, and A. opens a window overlook- 
ing them, B. has no remedy either at law or in equity, but 
the may obtain a practical remedy by building a wall in 


‘front of A.’s window. 





8. If a defendant in equity is desirous of obtaining dis- 
covery from the plaintiff, he is entitled to do so, For thig 
purpose, when he has put in a sufficient answer, he may file 
a “ concise statement,” together with interrogatories to be 
answered by the plaintiff. He may also take out a sum. 
mons for an affidavit as to documents in the plaintiff's pos- 
session, and fer production thereof. The answer to the 
interrogatories is the means for discovery as to facts; the 
affidavit directed by order made on summons is the meang 
of discovery of documents. 

9. Where a deed has been executed by all — if it is 
discovered that it is inconsistent with the real agreement and 


intention of the parties, it may be rectified by the Court on 


a bill filed by either party on the ground of mistake,—it is 
not errs A to establish fraud or unfair conduct on the 
part of the defendant or defendants. 

10. It is not in every case necessary for a defendant to 
file either an answer, demurrer, or plea to the plaintiff's 
bill. If he is not —— to answer, he need not do so un- 
less he thinks fit, and he, of course, ought not to file a de- 
murrer or plea except in the cases where either happens to 
be applicable. A defendant should demur when he is ad- 
— that, on the case shown by the plaintiff's bill, there is 
no ground for relief against him. He should file a plea 
where the plaintiff has omitted from his bill the statement 
of a fact, or connected aggregate of facts, relating to the 
matters in question, raising a single point of law which, if 
inserted in the bill, would have made it demurrable. 

11. A bequest of Consols to be applied in re-building a 
public hospital is a valid bequest and not within the Mort- 


main Act, 9 Geo. 2, c. 86. - The reason is that such a be-» 


quest may be applied to the purposes for which it is given 
without necessitating the acquisition of land for charitable 


urposes. 
. 12. If an infant son during his father’s lifetime becomes 
entitled to property, the Court, where the position of the 
father is such that, having regard to other claims op him, he 
has not ample means for the support of such infant son in a 
manner consistent with his expected future position, will 
direct an adequate portion of the infant’s income to be 
applied for his maintenance and education. It is not neces- 
sary to institute a suit in order to obtain the direction of 
the Court as to maintenance ; the application should be 
made by summons at chambers. The same rule could not 
apply if the infant had no parent living, as there would then 
be no question as to the father's ability. If the infant hag 
a mother only living, the Court will direct maintenance out 
of the infant’s property without reference to the ability of 
the mother. 
13. A — * should eertainly require the title deeds 
of the mortgaged property to be delivered to him, otherwise 
he may be postponed to subsequent mortgagees who advance 
their money on the security of the property without notice 
of the former mortgage. i the mortgagee omits to obtain 
the deeds, although the mortgagor dies insolvent, having 
judgment and other specialty creditors, and also simple con- 
tract creditors, the rights of the mortgagee will not be 
affected by the existence of such creditors. The creditors 
will rank between themselves in the usual order—first, 
judgment, then specialty, and then simple contract creditors, 
14. Where A., having expended £2,000 in the purchase 
of a business for one of his two sons, dies intestate, leaving 
a widow and his two sons and personal property of the 
value of £10,000—The widow will be entitled to 
£3,333: 6s. 8d., the son for whose benefit the advance of 
£2,000 has been made will be entitled to £2,333 6s. 8d., and 
the son who has had no advance will be entitled to 
£4,333 68. 8d. (22 & 23 Car. 2, c. 10; 29 Car, 2,c. 81). © 
15. If a trustee for sale purchases the trust po for 
its full value in the name of another, and pays the purchase 
money to the parties entitled to it, and afterwards expends 
money in permanently improving the property, the sale can 
nevertheless be set aside at the instance of the cestui qué 
trusts when they discover the facts, upon the terms of rer 
paying to the —— the amount of the purchase-money 
with interest thereon, Ifthe cestui que trusts should allow 
an unreasonable time to elapse after the discovery of the 
—* before filing their bill, the Court will refuse to inter- 
ere, 
IV.—BANKRUPTCY AND Practice OF THE CouRTS. 
(By G. Kenrick and W. Morgan.) 
1. The estate of a bankrupt as a general rule passes to the 
assignees, from the date of the act of bankruptcy or petition 
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and vests on their appointment—not from the dates men- 
tioned in the question (Bankruptcy Act, 1849, s. 141; 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, s. 229). 

* Ade — of money, or a transfer of property 
by a bankrupt after an act of bankruptcy of which the cre- 
ditor or transferree had no notice, would stand against the 
title of the assignees, if made before adjudication but a trans- 
fer of property after adjudication, or after an act of bank- 
ruptcy, upon which the bankrupt is subsequently adjudicated, 
and with notice to.the transferree of the facts, would be in- 
valid, and the assignees might recover the money or property. 

3. The Bills of Sale Act, 17-&.18 Vict. c. 36,5. 1, which 
provides for the registration of bills of sale, has no operation 
in narrowing the application of the doctrine of reputed owncr- 
ship; and therefore the goods, being in the order and dis- 
position of the bankrupt at the date of the act of bank- 
ruptcy would vest’ in his assignees (Bankruptcy Act, 1849, 
s,-125 ; Shelford on Bankruptcy, p. 242—298). . 

4, There is a distinction between movable personal chat- 
tels and tenants’ fixtures, the latter not being deemed to be 
within the order and disposition of the bankrupt under sec- 
tion 125 of the Act of 1849 ; although as between landlord 
and tenant such fixtures might be legally removable by the 
latter (1 Griffith & Holmes’ Bankruptcy, page 446). 

6. Under the order and disposition clauses of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, the assignees can only have a title to anything 
which their predecessor in title (the bankrupt) had aliena 
by.a valid deed before becoming bankrupt, on the principle 
that the alienee by leaving the goods in the bankrupt’s pos- 
session, order, or disposition, created him the reputed owner 
thereof, and thus increased the probability of his obtaining 
credit upon the faith of the goods belonging to him. 

6. The poesia above referred to does, as explained» 
apply to things: found by the assignees in the bankrupt’s 
possession, but belonging to some one else, and the reputed 
ownetship is a question of fact, depending on all the circum- 
stances attending the possession. Therefore, where 
aré in the order and disposition of the bankrupt at the date 
ofthe act of bankruptcy with the consent of the true owner 
thereof, and the Court makes an order declaratory to that 
effect, the assignees are entitled to them. 

7. As goods which may be seized by assignees as being in 
the order and disposition of a bankrupt, with consent of the 
trae owner, are treated as part of his estate, and such estate, 
so far as it is made up of such or any other property is legally 
distrainable for rent, there appears to be nothing inconsistent 
in the right of a landlord to recover his rent by distress out of 
such property, which right is not wholly taken away by the 
bankruptcy, but only limited to one year's rent in case of the 

being made after the commencement of the bank- 
sy | of 1849, s. 127). 

8. If goods have been bought by the bankrupt, and are” 
at.the date of the bankruptcy, in course of transmission to 
him, they not having been paid for, the title of the assignees 
is subject to the right of the unpaid vendor to 9— the goods 

‘they arrive at their destination, and leave the vendor's 
control. This right is known as the right of stoppage in 
transitu. 

9. The bankruptcy of the transferror will not interfere 
with the transferree’s right to sue in his name under the 
beet of attorney contained in the deed. This is because all 

cial interests in the subject-matter of the transfer had 
passed from the bankrupt before his bankruptcy, and as a 
“‘chose in action” is not assignable at law, the power of 
attorney was necessary to complete the security. 

‘10. When any person shall have been adjudged a bank- 
tupt, all personal estate and effects, present and future, 
wheresoever the same may be found or known either here or 
abroad, vest in his assignees (Shelford on Bankruptcy, 350). 
¥ 11, In the case of claims upon debtors of the bankrupt re- 
sident in France, the right to recover the amounts due vests 
in'the assignees on their appointment, this being personal 
estate which is covered by the 141st section of the Act of 
1849 ; but the 142nd section of the same Act only vests real 
estate of the bankrupt situate in England, Scotland, Ireland, 
orin any of the dominions, plantations, or colonies of her 

esty, in the assignees from the date of their appointment, 

not land in France or elsewhere out of the dominions. 

12. Proof may be made in —** for a debt not due 
Until after the bankruptcy if it is debitwm in presenti solven- 

in futuro, and, in such a case, the creditor must allow 
a rebate of interest, and prove for the balance. 
18. Proof may be made in bankruptcy for a debt which 





may never become due in the sense that it is. only a clains. 
for unliquidated damages, by an application to the Court to 
direct such damages to be assessed by a jury either before. 
itself or in a court of law, or, if all parties agree, the Court 
may assess such damages without the intervention of a jury 
or reference to a court of law, and in either case the proof 
will stand for the amount assessed. 

14, If the bankrupt has given an acceptance falling due 
after the bankruptey, the creditor, as above stated, may 
prove for the amount, allowing a rebate ef interest at the 
rate of £5 cent. per annum, and such right would not 
be_defeated or altered by the right of the bankrupt to re- . 
cover. unliquidated damages from the holder of the bill 
(Bankruptcy Act, 1849, s. 172). 

15. -The principle on which the law proceeds in di - 
ing a bankrupt from his debts without payment of them in- , 
full is stated by Lord Henley to be one of the two objects. . 
regulating the bankruptcy system, namely, that when a. . 
debtor has fully surrendered all his property for equal dis- 
tribution amongst his creditors, he is personally entitled to . 
be released from his debts, 
V.—CrmunaL Law AND PRovEEDINGS BEFORE Maais- - 

TRATES. : 
(By J. Davis and W. Morean.) 

1, Treason is an offence against the duty of allegiance. 
It has been divided into the three following branches :— 
high treason, petit treason, and constructive treason. But: 
this division is a cross division. Petit treason does not now - 
differ in its consequences from murder. , 

2. The distinction between felony and misdemeanour is’ - 
arbi , founded on no principle, and, consequently, ab- _ 
surd and unsatisfactory. e crime of ‘‘ felony” is said to 
be intermediate between treason and misdemeanour, and 
yet treason is felony, and there are misdemeanours for whick 
the punishment is more severe than that of some felonies. 
A misdemeanour is said to be a crime which is neithera - 
treason nora felony. Conviction of felony causes forfeiture. 
of ‘Goods and chattels, and, if followed by attainder, canses~-° 
forfeiture, of real estate. Conviction of a misdemeanour is - 
not followed by these consequences. A person. who has 
committed a felony may in many cases be arrested without 
warrant. A person accused by indictment or by informa- 
tion in the Queen’s Bench for a misdemeanour may a =~ 
by attorney. And in misdemeanours generally the defen- 
ce having once appeared the trial may take place in his. 
absence. 

8. Murder is the killing any person under the cage 
peace with malice aforethought, express or implied. e 
actual previous intention to kill, or the intention to do a 
felonious act other than that of killing the person who in 
the event is killed, will in beth cases be an intention whick 
constitutes malice. 

4, Burglary is the breaking and entering of the dwelling-- 
house of another in the night-time with intent to commit a 
felony therein. 

5. Larceny, or theft, is the unlawful taking and c i 
away of things personal in the actual or legal possession at 
the owner with intent to deprive him of the same. 

6. Embezzlement is the unlawfully converting to his own 
use by a clerk or servant of any chattel, money, or valuable- 
security which shall be delivered to or received or taken 
possession of by him for or in the name or on account of his. 
master. 

7. Where a felony has been commited, the accused persons 
must be first arrested. An arrest may be made with or with- 
out warrant, and either by an officer or a private individual, 
according tocircumstances, The arrest. having been made, 
the prisoner should forthwith be taken before a magistrate 
or magistrates who investigate the facts alleged, cause the. 
depositions of witnesses to be taken in writing and to be 
read over to the prisoner, who is invited to give any explana- 
tions he may think fit, and then either commit to prison or 
accept bail. The next step is to prefer an indictment to the 

d jury, who conduct an ex parte investigation and either 

nd the bill true or throw it out. If they find a true bill 

the prisoner is in due course arraigned, called on to plead,. 

if he does not plead guilty, he is tried by the Court anda 

jury. If found guilty he is sentenced, and the judgment is 
carried into effect. 

8. An indictment is a written accusation of a crime-pre- 
ferred to, and presented upon oath by a grand jury. It con- 
sists of three principal parts—the commencement, statement, _ 
and conclusion. The mode of objection to an indictment 
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may be in the nature of a demurrer, as when the accused in- 
sists that the fact as stated is no felony. The indictment 
may be amended as to formal defects before the jury are 
sworn, or during the trial, when any vV ce not 
unaterial to the merits of the case, and not dicial to the 
pie vary the merits, appears between it and the evidence 
ui 

. 9. According to English law, @ prisoner accused of any 
crime cannot be interrogated thereon ; he is, before com- 
mittal, invited to make any statement he pleases, but is 
warned that his statement will be taken down, and may be 
used against him. He is not permitted to give evidence on 
oath. According to French law, a prisoner in a similar posi- 
tion is subjected to a series of examinations, with a view to 
elicit from him materials for his own conviction. 

10. Direct evidence is proof of the very fact in question ; 
‘circumstantial evidence is proof of circumstances from which, 
acco to the ordinary course of affairs, the existence of 
the fact in question may reasonably be inferred. 

11. A leading question is a question which ts the 
answer required from the witness ; a question which is not a 
leading question leaves the witness to his own unassisted 
memory. If, for example, a witness was being examined as 
@o a conversation alleged to have taken place at a particular 
interview with another person—If he were asked, Is it the 
fact that, at the time and place mentioned, you said so and 
“#0 {—the questioner stating what the witness is alleged to 
have said—this would be a leading question. If, the fact 
of the witness having been present been arrived at, and 
the were simply asked to state what took place—this would 
not bea —— question. 

12. A husband is not permitted to give evidence against 
his wife, nor a wife against her husband in any criminal pro- 

i unless in cases where the offence in question has 
been committed by one of them against the ph 

13. A perce is incompetent to be a witness for want of 
religious belief if he does not believe in a Supreme Being. 

14. The credit of a witness may be attacked on a trial by 
-cross-examination, by calling other witnesses to disprove the 
material facts spoken to by him, by proving previous state- 
ments of witness inconsistent with his present testimony, by 
aducing evidence reflecting on his —— for veracity 
(Taylor on Evid. 2nd ed. p. 1143). 

15. Where there are errors in the forms of procedure or as 
to law an appeal lies by a motion in arrest of judgment, or 
writ of error, or on a question reserved for the consideration 
of the Court of Criminal Appeal, 11 & 12 Vict. c. 78. ‘There 

is at prownt no regular mode of appeal on questions of 
fact, but there is an irregular mode which takes various 
forms as circumstances differ. Appeals of this kind are made 
by applications to the Home Secretary, by indictment of wit- 
nesses for perjury, by motions in the House of Commons, by 
argumentations in the hat by discussions at public 
ameetings, by demonstrations, by petitions, &c, 





COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

By order of the Lord Chancellor the following causes have 
‘been transferred from Vice-Chancellor Sir W. Page Wood 
to the Master of the;Rolls :— 

Slipper v. Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Co. 

—- cause. 

Jéffryes v. Agra and Masterman’s Bank (Limited)—further 
consideration. 
Parfitt v. Hember—motion for decree. 
Inman v. Inman—motion for decree. 
Hewetson v. Harrison—cause. 
Aitchison v. Stevens—motion for decree. 
- Cartwright v. Insole—cause. 
Harding v. The Great Eastern Railway Co.—cause. 
Hordern v. Guardians of the Poor of the Dudley Union— 
motion for decree. 
In re St. David’s Gold Mining Co. (Limited) v. Wright— 
cause, witnesses. 
Reading v. Ryland—motion for decree. 
Jessel v. Goold—cause. 
Lawrence v. Lawrence—cause, a witness. 
Dymes v. The City Bank—cause. 
Ship v. Crosskill—cause, witnesses. 
Stanhope v. Collingwoed—motion for decree. 
Craven v. Brady—ditto. 





Yoo v. Imperial Land and Investment Co. (Limited) 


itto. 
—* v. er ee 24 
llingthorp v. Ellingthorp—motion for decree, 
Betty v. Tieton, Chatham, and Dover Railway Co. —ditto, 


a v. Sykes—cause. 
omlinson v. Phi motion for decree. 
Willmott v. Great Railway 
Smith v Smith—motion for decree. 

N.B.—The Master of the Rolls will not hear any of the 
above causes before the first day of Trinity Term next, unless: 
by the desire of the parties themselves. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Easter Term, 1867. 
The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench :— 
Saturday.............. May 11 | Monday ese ccereveneseesoo May 1 


ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Monday, the 
18th May, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
o’clock in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every person desirous of —— in on the above day 
must leave his common law ission, or his certificate of 
practice for the current year, ‘at the secretary’s office, Rolls. 
yords Chancery-lane, on or before Saturday, the 11th of 


ay. 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot. be admitted 
at.common law till the last day of term will be received 
at the secretary's office up to twelve o'clock at noon on 
that day, after which time no papers can be received. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

This Court will on Tuesday, the 14th, and Wednesday, 
the 15th days of May. instant, hold Sittings, and will 
proceed in disposing of the cases in the New Trial, Speci 
and Crown:Papers, and any other matters then pending ; 
and will give Judgment in cases then standing pape by 


ment. 
COMMON PLEAS. 
Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and Londom before the 
Riekt Hon. Sir Wa. Bovyitt, Knt., Lord Chief Justice of 
her ** Court of Common Pleas at Westminster, in 
and after Trinity Term, 1867. 











In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
Tuesday........seeeeeeees May 28 | Tuesday ..............dune II 
Tuesday.................dune 4 
The Court will not sit in Lendon during term. 
Ries f AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
Tuesday ....sseeeeeeee Tune 18 | Monday ................. July 1 


The Court will sit during and after term at ten o'clock. 
The Middlesex common jury remanets will be taken at the 
first sitting in term. 
EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London before the 
—* Hon. Sir Firzroy Ketty, Knt., Lord Chief Baron 
of her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and after Trinity. 
Term, 1867. 


In TERM. 

Middlesex. 
Tuesday. ..ccccsesssees.. May 28 | Tuesday ..........000. June 11 
SEM psc sencscseaicoads June 4 

The Court will not sit during term in London. 
AFTER TERM, 
Middlesex, London. 

Tuesday............se00e.dUme 18 | Monday ................ July 1 


The Court will sit during and after term at ten o'clock. 

The Court will sit in Middlesex, in term, by adjournment 
from day to day, until the causes entered for the respective 
Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 





The Shrewsbury magistrates, acting on the opinion of counsel, 
‘* that a minor is not a fit and pro 8* tobe licensed , 


in the meaning of 9 Geo. 4, ¢c. 61,” have declined to 
under the Pub ic House Licenses Transfer Act, ——— 
license to a minor, 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quorarron, May 2, 1867, 
[From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


t. 18, Annuities, April, ’85 
; gent, Comets ot 91g Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 193 
3 per Cent. 89% Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 25 pm 
New 3 per » 895 Ditto, £500, Do 25 
Do, 84 per Cent.; Jan. 794 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 18 pm 
a Cent., Jan. 794 Bank land 6} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. °73 — Ct. (last year) 253 
Jan. *80— Ditto 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stock10} p Ct. Apr.’74 219 | Ind. Enf. Pr., 5 pC., Jan.’72.108 


itto for Account, — Ditto, r Cent., May, ’79— 
vito 8 por Cont., July, 80 110% | Ditto —5 per’ Cenik.; 


—— 
‘Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 

Ditto, . _— Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, 52 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 844 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 52 pm. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Ditto for t, — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. °88 






















































































Shares. 
Stock 
Shot | agg ani api Waar, 
Stock | Do, Hast Anglian Stock, No. 3 a * 
. ‘ ‘0. weneecees 6 
Stock | Great Northern 1 1l2 
Stock; _ Do., A Stock* lll 
Stock Great Western Ovigae 7 3 
Stock} Do., West Mis ) * 
Stock} Do.,do.—-Ne 23 
Stock | Lancashire and Yo 1224 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast, 58 
stock —— orth Western ud 
London and South-Western... 7 
* Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 46 
Stock | Metropolit 116 
———el e 
— |e 
Stock | North London ..; 100 113 
10 | Do., 1866 5 6} 
Btock | North Staffordshi 100 70 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 — 
Stock | South Devon 100 46 
Stock 100 655 
Stock | Taff Vale, 100 155 
10 | Doc —— 3k pn 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 
INSURANCE COMPANIES. 























Noi of Dividend 

shares} per annum Names. Shares.| Paid. hates 
’ £ j£ 8. djs 6. a. 
5 per cent) Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life) 100 |10 0 0 7 6 
4000] 40 pe & bs} County... . | 100 [10 0 0185 0 0 
40000] 5 per cent] Eagle pm tee w| 50 15 0 O17 2 6 
10000] 7228 6d pe} Equityand Law... ...| 100 |6 0° 0| 710 0 
20000 ‘Zt 2s 6d pe} English & Scot. Law Life} 50 | 310 0| 417 6 
2700] 5 per cent | Equitable Reversionary...| 105 we (94 00 
4600} 5 per cent! Do. New .. oe ... 60 [50 0 O43 15 0 

$000} 5 & 3psh b| Gresham Life. .... 20 |5 0 0 
20000] 5 per cent] Guardian .. 100 [50 0 0/4410 0 
20000) 5 cent] Home & Col. Ass.,Limtd.| 50 |5 0 0) 115 0 
7500 af percent Imperial Life 100 io O O15 17 6 
60000} 1 cent| Law Fire... 100 {210 0) 412 6 
10000] 323 pr cent] Law Life ... « «| 100 [10 0 0/89 0 0 
400000} 10 per cent| Law Union ‘ 10 | 010 0} 016 © 
20000) 9s 6d pr sh | 50 18 0 018 0 0 
20000} 5 per cent| London & ProvincialLaw| 50 |417 8|4 7 6 
40000] 10 percent} North Brit. & Mercantile!) 650 |6 5 O|1415 0 
2500) 12} & bns| Provident Life .,. 100. {10 0 0)88 0 0 
619220) 20 per cent{ Royal Exchange... :..| Stock] All {3020 0 
2 per cent Fire 2. ase * All {2030 0 
oe Do. Life ... 5 All [63 0 0 





Monzgy Marker anp City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 
The statement made by Lord Stanley on Wednesday evening 
: the negotiations produced less effect than 


There however, 
ing generally, there is still little animation about the markets, 
; there have been indications that the public con- 
fidence was being the state of trade, and the pro- 
erating mtn, affairs have not been such ‘as to lend any ac- 
men 


ce. 
Much distrust is still felt with regard to British railway 
8 more than is necessary. The cotton market 


in 
perhap 
cehibite a shine improvement, and the provincial corn markets § 





have been firm. The advices from Germany have produced a 
favourable effect at i 
The position of the. Brighton Railway Company engrosses a 


considerable amount —— * 
For securities show most an improvement. 
rh ano of bullion in the ut af Franc ing the 


e, during 
past week, has been £520,000, making the totalof bullion about 
that amount in the excess of any previously known. 

The discount demand at the of England is still moderate, 


In Gurney, & Co., the application for 
a call of £10 per share was on_ Thursday morning before 
the Chief Clerk, who adjourned it tobe heard on Friday after- 
noon at half-past three by thé Vice-Chancellor in person. 





A Corxcrbence oF “ Instruction.’ —Mr. Disraeli’s 
to Mr. Locke probably recalled to: the mind of the 
and learned member for Exeter an incident which occurred to him 
about. five-and-twenty years ago, and which, perhaps, he had 
himself almost fragottes, It is as follows :—The late Master of 
Balliol. C 2 SORE A SUSE. SP Oe SONS TREE 

ing an pe see reports furnished by the Tutors as to 
the demeanour of one of the scholars of the House, who, on the 

ed as an ornanient to that body, 
peculiar croak, which no man who hag 
ever heard it can either —— or forget—“ Mister ny hay 
we regard you as a very clever man; we think very 
of you, Mister Coleridge—very highly indeed—but not so hig. 
as you do of yourself.” —Essex Gazette, 

As to the present law, every Russian subject who has 
Hey Ae at one of the five universities of St. Peters- 
burgh, Moscow, Kazan, Kharkov, or Kiev, has the right to 
become a candidate for the title and post of a barrister ; but only 
after a five years’ practice in that capacity he may, or not, 
be’ received as a member of the bar by the Society of —— 
practising ‘at one of the provincial courts, and at the district 
courts, within its jurisdiction. Each such society (of which at 

resent there exist but two, at the provincial courts of St. Peters- 
urgh and Moscow) elects from among its members its’ president 
{Batonnier) and council, who alone have it in their power to 
perene mpeny an aint: oy ibe Wh. 08 Chats encletg any eae 
dicate for that post, or any member who may have hime 
self unworthy of it. _ All this seems simple and natural enough 
to us, but it should not be forgotten that the theory and p: 
of the Russian Government for centuries back has always been 
ing exactly in the opposite direction, so that the men who 
made attempt at g through the time-hallowed tradi- 
tions of the Russian ultrabeaureaucratic and governmentalising 
system, deserye the highest credit for the sensible course they 
took., Of course, this rule of a five years’ preliminary can- 
didateship could not be introduced at once, as in that case there 
would have been no barristers practising in their own right, 
and’ in fact, no bar at all for the next five years. It was there- 
ee Ipod ag hem who ba Ie Brn pad mba 
ied any whatsoever, was i as 3 member 
of the tar The Day. 

Saunpers’s Naws Letter cites our remarks* upon a recent 
case in which a woman sought to excuse herself by ogg it 
she had kissed her nag me aed adds. the following :—“ 
usage in any proceeding me so confirmed as to constitute 

belief rather than 


an_article * a matter of controv: —2 
most impossible to suggest any — or variation with hope 

0 ee this more especially in the 
conduct of legal i w precedent preserves the form 


long after the vital principle which gave life has departed. Now, 
nothing can be more important than the administration of the 
pet do ryan a court of justice; and — ate 
‘orm, it ought to comprise meaning in every 
the time of Edward — 1208, the forms of the oath was, ‘So help 
me God and the saints,’ and it does not appear that the witness 
was sworn upon the Evangelists, which, no doubt, contributed 
to irreverence in the observation of it. ‘The period of the Re- 
formation caused an omission in reference to the ‘ saints,” and 


the existing oath has now all the solemnity to be acquired by 
length of time. But we would t that the solemn attesta- 
tion of witnesses in Scotland, both in the mode of administration 


and in ——— —* —— more impressive or that in 
practice here in Eng the judge swearing 3 
and solemn thoughts being by the words used. the 
idlothian’’ the mode of procedure is noticed, 
when Jeanie Deans comes forward to be examined on behalf of 
her sister Effie. “The solemn oath—the truth to tell, and no 
trurh to conceal as far as she knew, or should be asked,’ was 
then administered by the judge—“ In the name of God, and as 
the witness should answer to Gad at thegreat day of judgment ;”” 
an awful adjuration which seldom fails to make an im 

even on the most hardened characters, and to strike with fear 
even the most upright. Jeanie, educated in deep. and devout 
reverence for the attributes of the Deity, was by the solemnity of 
a direct-appeal to-His person and justice owed, but at the same 


* 11 Sel. Jour, 591, 
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time elevated above considerations, save those which she could 
with a clear conscience call them to witness.. She repeated the 
form in a low and reverent but distinct tone of voice after.the 


is assigned in Scotland i 
sohinan eppedb aincls to the wanition of his testimony. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
April 25.—By Messrs, Stuckey & WinsTaNLer. 
residence, No. 4, Gerdon- , Upper Riehmond-road, 
Putney, let at £50 per annum ; corm, 99 years trom 1868, at £10 per 


annum—Sold for 
Freehold, 3h A situate in High 
i. ouses, one ie 
Hampton Wick, producing £58 per annum—Sold for £1,015, 


Freehold reside ish cabin cinemas he tos village of Southgate, 
— wi with stabling, 6 
Middlesex, let at £28 per annum—Sold for £550. 


Freehold ground ‘net of £20 15s, per annum, secured upon‘ 10 residences, 
Nos. 11 to 20, Ely-place, Colney Hatch, also a piece of building land 
adjoining—Sold for £760. 

Leasehold house, No. 17, Bartholomew-square, St. Luke’s, let at £30 
per annum ; term,61 years from 1812, at £5 per annum—Sold. for 


April 26.—By Messrs, Rusnworra, Janyis, & Apsortr. 

Leasehold residence, No. 17, Mount-street, Grosvenor-square ; terms, 
ee at Lady-day 1880, at £19 15s. per annum—sold for 

1,060. 

Freehold, 2 houses Nos. 18 and 19, 7 —— Grays-inn-road, let on 
lease for 74, years unexpired, at £8 0s. per annum—Sold for £400. 
By Messrs, pose 
Freehold, The Red Lion Pablic house, No. 9, Greenwich-road,.and 4 
houses and shop, Nos. !, 2,7, and 8 Greenwich-road, producing £168 

per annum—Sold for £3,310. 

Leasehold house, No, 6, Sussex-street, Pimlico, let at £60 per annum ; 
term, 65 years, unexpired, at £9 per annum—Sold for £690. 

By Mr. Rosins. 

Leasehold residence, No. 44, Oak Village, Mansfield-road, Kentish 
Town-road, let at £33 per annum; term, 91 years from 1857, at £5 5s. 
per annum—Sold for £230. 

Leasehold house, No. 3, Edwards-cresent, Mansfield-road, aforesaid, 
let at £33 per annum ; term, 97 years from 1964 at £6 10s. per 
annum—Sold for £220, 

April 29—By Mr. Samwvet Kinaston. 
residence and 13a 3r 37p of land, known as Branch Hill Lodge 
situate at Hampstead, Middlesex—Sold for £20,050, 
April 30—By Messrs. Desznnam, —— & Famer, 

Leasehold —— No, 31, Alfred-place, South Kensington; term, 62 

years unexpired, at £16 per annum—Sold for £1,040, 

Leasebold residence, No. 32, Northampton- park, Canonbury ; annual 

valine £70; also a ground-rent of £10, torn 4 from the adjoining house, 
No. 30; term, 59 years unexpired, at 3s. per annum—Sold for 


By Messrs. Dantet Surru, Son, & Oaxer. 
Leasehold residence, Lor 20, Phillimore-gardens, Kensington ; term, 
913 years from ay at £20 per —— for £2,800, 
ating Bromuzr, Son, & Kerpay. 
Leasehold —— amounting to £80 per annum, for about 32 years, 
— upon houses in Holmes, and Dempsey-street, Mile End—Sold 


By Mr —S 

Leasehold house, No. 43, Patmore-street, New-road, Battersea-park ; 

term, 80 years from 1863, at £3 per annum—Soid for. $215, 
By Messrs. J. J. Cuzmuaws & Son. 

Freehold house, No. 1, Strout’s-place, Hackney-road; let on lease at 
£6 6s. per annum—Sold for £100. 

Leasehold residence, No. 1, Southboro’-road, South Hackney, annual 
value £40 ; term 75 ge an or hk cnpanamnati for £375. 


Freehold residence, No, 55, ay ope ——— * — 
Leasehold, property comprising the house and shops, apes, 
and premises in the rear, known as Nos. 101, 102 on 0s, 5 Upper Wi te 
Cross-street, St. Luke’s, producing £148 per annum; term 500 years 
from 1693, and subject to annuities of £37 per een oadt for £1,750, 
Freehold, The Bunch of Grapes Public House, No. 14, White-street, 
Southwark ; let on lease at £50 per annum—Sold for £1,025. 
Leasehold residence, No. 70, Bedford-gardens, Campden-hill, Kensington ; 
term 99 years from 1834 at £12 10s. per ponte F for. £900. 
Leasehold residence, No. 68, Bedford-gardens, aforesaid; let at £52 per 
annum; term and ‘ground rent similar to above—Sold for £700. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE, 

By Messrs. WEATHEBALL & Green. 

Freehold mansion, No. 26, Pall-mall—Sold for £9,950. 
By Messrs. Baoan, PrircuarD, & WILTSHIRE. 
Freehold premises, No. 29, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-street, City, in Be 
occupation of the English Joint Stock Bank, Limited—Sold for £27,000, 
— house, No. 13, London-street, London-fields, Hackney ; 
value £36 per annum—Sold for £390. 

Leasehold, plot of building land, abutting on Thurlow Park-road, Lower 
Norwood ; term 99 years from 1865, at £20 per annum—Sold for £10. 
Leasehold premises, situate in Brunswick- * » Bennett’s-park, Black- 

heath; term, 14 years from 1863, at £7: annum—Sold for £60. 
Freehold, 2 residences, situate in Crescent-road, Woodville-road, Thorn- 
ton-heath, annual value £32 each—Sold for £560 
Leasehold house and 4 villas, Nos. 5 to 9, Albert-read, Erith ; also two 
“improved ground-rents, amounting to bog per annum, secured on 10 
houses and land in the rear; term, 99 years from 1865, at £16 per 
— —— tabling and grounds, situate in Prospect-road, 
residence, with s' » situate 
Ash, Surrey—Sold for £700, - 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, ‘AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. ¢ 
FOSTER- -On April 22, at North Curry, near pene, Somerset, the- 
wife of Charles Millett tt Foster, Esq., Solicitor, of a 
MAYO-—On April 26, the wife of Charles T. Mayo, “Eon. -, Solicitor, Cor- 
sham, Wilts, of 


ason, 
MARRIAGES. 
BOOTH—STAVELEY-SHIRT—On April 24, at the new Parish Church,. 
Heeley, Sheffield, Charles Booth, Esq., rrister-at-Law, late fellow of 
= 's College, Cambridge, son ef the late Lieut.-Celonel Henry Booth 
of the 43rd Light Infantry, to Elizabeth ‘Staveley, daughter of: 
“Shirt, Esq., of Wales, near Rotheram, late of the 4th: 
(King’ oT: s Own) Regiment. 


——— Bae laos od ea April 25,:at Thurlestone, De 


von, Robert: 
Caupbell, Esq., late of Edinbur, nigh and gf J Lincoin’s-inn, Advocate 
of the Scotch Bar, and Fellow of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, to Marian 
Lucy, daughter of the Rey. P. A. bert, ae of Thurlestone, 


Devon. 
— —— * 30, at * ** 's Parish —— ame 
, George Fyffe Ch 5 Solicitor, Glasgow, to Flora Ji 
daaghter of Andrew Christy, Esq., Dalston, N.Ee ef 
CROOKE—TYNDALE—On April 24, at the British Consulate, Ostend,, 
Walter Parry Crooke, -at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, to Char- 


lotte Vere Antonia, aia, daughar of Joh Nash Tyndale, Esq.,M.A., Barris- 


, of the Middle Tem; 


ter-at-Law, ond 
DUCK WORTH—JACKSON—On y |, at Frant, Herbert, son of Willm. ~ 


-» Barrister-at-Law, of Orchard Leigh ‘Park, Frome, 
to Julia, iter of John Jackson, M.D., of Saxonbury-lodge, 


Frant. 
HYDE—COPPOCK—On » at the —*2 Church, 
Walter Hyde, my salar, stokport, tm Stn oe 


daughter of Major Goppock. § April = at r Ohrist —— —— 
Kensington-gardens, Thomas Henry James, Esq., Barri 
Lincoln’s-inn, to Lilla, daughter of Charles Robinson, Esq., * 
Inverness-terrace, — 
—— 27, at St. Hornsey, Alfred: 
Henry Say Stonhouse-Vigor, Ba -at-Law, of 4 , Gloucester- 
— Ee — , daughter of William Bird, Esq., J.P., of Crouch- 


STRAIGHT BRIDGMAN--On April 24, at the Parish Chureh, W 
Douglas Straight, Esq, Barrster-at “Law of the 3 Middle Temple, oy aad 
son of the late arshall Straight, Esq., — 
— —* —— i Temple to —* Aiice, daughter of Dr. Bridgman, Wi 


SUTTON BRIGGS—On May 1, at ——— —— 55 


Jessie, hter of the late Thomas , Esq., H.E.LO.S., 

Geo. F, P. utton, Esq., Solicitor, orthe F —— Herts. rts. 

OMLINSON— DUN LEY—On April yt ad > Church, Sephton, 
— Li Withnall, of Wiliam Tomlinson, Esq,, 


Solicitor, pices Rng to Lavinia, danghter of the late Captain Dunley, , 
Liverpool, 
_ DEATHS. 


ENTLEY—On April 28, at Clifton, Bristol, Michael Bentley, Esq.,. 
— of the thet Middle Temple, and late of Richmond, am ng 


BROWN On April 20, at = residence, Lisnelly, Frederick Lewis 


Solicitor, aged 
BUCHANANOn april ak at 3 —— Camden-hill, Kensington, 
illiam Fry, son of Wm, 
11 months. 
HAYES—On — 28, at Crinken-house, Bray, Edmund Hayes, Esq.,; 
ately Third J nstice of her Majesty’s Court. of Qneen’s Bench in Ire-- 


ROBINSON-On 1, at No. 5, The Paragon, New Kent-road, George: 

Millar Robinson, of the firm of Messrs, Slee & Robingony. 
Solicitors, St. St John’ * —— aged 60. 

SWARBRECK—On A; 24, at Sowerby, near Thirak, Thomas Swar-. 


breck, Esq., Solicitor, * 

SYKES—On April 23, at 23, Binfield-road Stockwell, Edward Sykes, Esq... 
Barrister-at-Law, son of the * Edward Sykes, Esq., of Bank-house, 
Wakefield, Yorkshire, aged 54 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


GBinding-up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Farpay, April 26, * 
Lrurtsp i CHAN 
Beaujolais Wine Company (Limited). ~ Petition for winding up, pres 
sented April 25, directed heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on Ma Harper, Philpot-lane, solicitor for the Petitioner. 


st 


Imperia Austrian Gas Company (Limited).—Petition for win —. 

resented April 18, directed to be heard before the Master i 
Rois on May 4. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn, solicitors for the 
petitioner. 


UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Garlidna ans a Se for winding up, presented April 
heard before the Vice-Warden, at the Prince’s- 
, May 1) atll. Affidavits intended to be 
at the hearing, in 0; opposition to the petition, — be filed at 
on or before 8, “~ dew: otice thereof 
must at the same time be given to the is solicitors, or 
a on weet: ee —— — 2 


T 


im 
i 
iE, 


to 
the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before 6, and 
zane 0 8 ceo Sea ven to the petitioner, his solicitor, or 
solicitors for the aang ll 
gy ee — 
“ted Ar 12, direc! 


—— Trove on be hear Map ry Rar 12. Vics Warde Sra the 


uchanan, Esq., Barrister-at-Law,, 


a! ow ae ee he, Ue 








May 4, 1867. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


631 








to be used at the. hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be 
Tea at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before * a, and notice 
- ‘thereof must at the same time be given to the peti . his soli- 
citor, or his —— ts. Trevena, Redruth, ch, petitioner's S— 
Wheal — m for up, 
ag em April —— — tobe be —8* —* the Vice-Warden, at 
the Prince’s- ll at 12. Affidavits in- 
fended to be used atthe hearing, in oppos ition to the pee 
tbe filed at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before May 8, and no- 
tice thereof must at the ome ‘time be given to the petitioner, his 
— . Hodge & Co, Truro, petitioner’s soli- 


TusspaY, April 30, 1867. 
Liirep In Caancery. 
—— Telegraph Com (Limited).—Petition for iow ad 
* Ap 29, directed fo be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
[Ranga on May 10. Darley, Raymond-buildings, Gray’ 's-inn, solicitor 
, for the petitioners. 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farrpay, April 26, 1867. 
wr Friendly Seciety, Griffin-hotel, Brynmawr, Brecon. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Toespay, April 30, 1867, 
Sinham, Esther, Exeter, Spinster, Mey 2. Fox v Dymend, M.R. 
Elsworthy, Jas, Bristol, May 31, Taylor v Elsworthy, V.C. 
r, Bich, Aldingt bourne House, Sussex, Esq. May 17. Wateon o 
Hutchinson, Alfa Cooper, Piccadilly. May 10. Herold v Tucker, 


V.C. Malins. 
bot, Horsforth, York, Woolstapler. May 21. Pullan] v 


“ee 
—— — Merioneth, Clerk. May 17, Passing- 


April 


Hy, Nafferton, York, Merchant. June3. Hart »Thompson, 


Stuart 

Bf Fletcher Fulton Compton, Captain in the 62nd Bengal Native 
Teantry. A ug 8t. Couwierd e Hepes VC Malins. - 

‘Pickett, awd Hurstpierpoint Sussex, Genk, May 18, Pickett v 


Peol, John Stead, Kingston-upon-Hull, May 18. Hornby v Pool, 
: Jone ” — y, , 


Pallar, John, Rose-villas, Montpellier-rd, Rye-lane, Peckham, Gent. 
Mays. PallarePullay, V.c. Mains. : 
Crevitors under 22 & 23 Viet. cay. 35. 

, Last Day of Claim. 
Farpay, April 26, 1867. : 
— Isaac, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Publican. June 1. Watts, St 
ves. 
-Baulch, Chas, Bristol, Wholesale Boot Manufacturer. June 2X. King 
& Plummer, Bristol. 
=o N Leather Dealer. July 1. Britten, North- 
ee Oe toe Saleen, Mest, 'Sesenae. June 3. Scott, North 
Bellen, Bie, Kimbelton, Huntingdon, Gent. July 1. Britten 
ampto 
Wm Rath, Gent.. June 1. eee ons Bath. 
Cearns, Jas, Lpool, Tobacconist. June 1. Yates & Ce, Lpool. 
. Dobson, John, Little St James’s-st, Westminster, — and Lustre 
—— June 16. Browning, Austin- 
— — brokée-sq, Kensington. June 24. Johnson, 
-onikes, Thos, — Denbigh, Innkeeper. July 1. Richards, 
gollen 
. Wotts Sete’ Hemingford Grey, Huntingdon, Yeoman. June 1. 
ves 
Lambton, Wm Hy, Chesham-place, Belgrave-sq, Esq. May 13. Story, 
. Morgan, Rev Geo, Stoke St Milborough, Salop. July 1. = pera 
» Arthur Lowe, Lpool, Gent. June 29. Best, Lpool. 
. Poole, Vernon, Leamington, Warwick, Gent. July 1. Armishaw, 
. Wall, Wm, Shaw, nr Oldham, Lancaster, Chemist. June29. Nuttall, 
¥ — Fras, inton, Wilts, Esq. June 10, Hodding & Co, Salis- 


Torspay, April 20, 1867, 
_-Ansdell,’ a New-cross-rd, Deptford, Gent, June 10, Mullens 


Beddeme, Sami, Canonbary-park, Gent. June 1, Baker & Key, 
‘Baal Joseph, Matlock, Derby, Corn Miller. May 22, Wheateroft. 
eda Philadelphia, Bath, Spinster, June 15. Waller & Scott, 


Coleman-st. 

. Foreman, Rob — — Supesintentont Registrar. June 
10. Swinburne, @ 5 P 
tn Lg : Silas, George-st, Portman-sq, Gent. Junel. Jeanneret, 


John Hall, Little Britain, Radcliffe, Lancaster, a 


Whitehead 
— John, Durham, Auctioneer. May 13. Ward, Durham. 
Gent. June |. Wild & Barher, 


5 fill-at, ’ 
ea) 
Martyn, Norman, Sandy Creek. worth, Australia, Gold 
Miner, May 31. Tamplin —— —** 
— Salterton, Devon, Esq. July 1. Dry- 


den, ‘Tanocia't len Sele 
3 Nag Lindley, York, Chemist, June 20, venereum: 


. ter, Wi 
— Jebn, Semington, Wilts, Yeoman, July }. 





Sarah, St George’s-villas, Islington, Widow. June 24. 
Meade, Leamington, Warwick, Esq. July 1. Robinson 

June 1. Pot- 
Smith, Melks- 
U; ton, John, Cecil-st, 5 31. Sh & 

Re Raw were t, Strand, Esq. May um & Crossman, 
White, Thos Ash, Chichester. Gent. May 31. Sowton, Chichester. 
Feeney Geo, Oswald House, Durham, Esq, June 18, Ward, Dur 

nm. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruytey Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, April 26, 1867. 
deme, — Winchester, Hants, Innkeeper. Mareh 27. Asst. Reg 


sin te Banner, Hyde, Chester, Tailor. April 17. Arst. Reg 


Davis, 


ie, Wm 
Co. Essex-st, Stran 
— Joseph, — 4 Hertford, Farmer. 


April 24, 
A heg April ae Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. March 26. Asst. 
* Nadas Rawling, Chester, Bootmaker, April12. Comp. Reg 


— Halifax, York, Tea Dealer. April 2. Asst. Reg 
gy yd Plymouth, Devon, Forage Dealer. April 23. Comp. 
basis, Ear — * Earl-st, Seven Dials, Stationer. April 17. 
Bajemai, Jat Highgate, Warwick, Builder. March 27. Asst, Reg 
Beaumont, Wm Hy, & Joseph Beaumont, Sheffield, Britannia Metal 
Manufacturers. April 3. Comp. Reg April 26. 
vente” Jas, ch, Confectioner. April 16. Comp. Reg 
Bonner, —— Banbury, Oxford, Draper. March 30, Asst. Reg 
— By, Gt Ormond-st, out of business. April 17. Asst. Reg 
, Wm, Portobello-rd, Kensington-pk, Hosier. April8. Comp. 

og Camberwell-rd, Upholsterer. April 2. Comp. Reg 
— * — — Boot Manufacturer. April 2. 
a oe, Obeater, Photographic Artist: April 6: Comp. Reg 
Cologan, — —— ‘Warwick-rd, Maida-hill West, March 30, 
oar, Sohn, ‘avistock, Devon, Rope Manufacturer, April 12, Comp. 
oral, “Bog, Sunderland, Durham, Tailor, April 1. Comp. Reg 
=. Thos Franck, Bampton, Devon, Draper. March 28. Asst. 


Reg April 
— » Stephan, St Peter’s, Kent, Gardener. March 29, Comp. 


‘Dendy. Win, jam, Brighton, Sussex, Tobaeconist. March 27. Comp. 


Dewar, Jas — New City-chambers, Underwriter. April2. Asst. Reg 
Doteen, Wen, 2 —* Dobson, Cotton Manufacturers. March 29. 


Cony, 
Dey. Hy, Sa Mert, Hanah Mort and Ann 
Lancaster, —— Mareh 28. Asst. 


P Reg 25. 
vag & Geo, & Geo Miller, Chester, Grocers, —— Comp. 


oo Manch, Merehant, April 22. Comp.. Reg April 
ot 
Edwards, Jas jon Chandos-st, Covent-garden, Printer. March 29. 
A 4. 
Ellis, —— York, Commereial Traveller. April 23. Conv. 
26. 
Biches —— jun, Macclesfield, Chester, Silk Dyer. April i8. Comp: 
24. 
— Hy, Castle-rd, Kentish Town, Tailor. Mareh 29, Comp. 
Reg A 
Mareidge, Hy Chas, Southsea, Hants, Hair Dresser. April 3. Asaé. 
eg April 2: 
ter, Geo,'& Thos Moore, Colchester, Essex, Draper. March 28. 
t. se 25. 
gg R aa Fulham, Literary Agent. April 22. 
mp. 
— —59 Newcastte-upon-Tyne, Shipbuilder. 
13. Comp. Reg April 96, 
mashes, og —— March 28. Asst. 
—5 
seal a say. Middlewich, Chester, Salt Proprietor. April 13. Asst. 
Reg April 
* — Hy, , Wymondham, ‘Leicester, Grecer. April 2. Comp. 
eg Apri 
Klamm, Franz Andreas, Eleanor-rd, North Hackney, Boot Manu~ 
facturer. April9. Comp. Reg April 25. 
ua —— lakeney, Gloucester, Innkeeper. April 2. Asst. Reg 
Lancaster, John, jan, Manch, Dyer. April 17. Inspeetorship. Reg 
— Jas, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer. March 20. Comp. Reg 
Hy, Lpool, General Dealer. April 145. Comp. Reg April 
Linard, Benj, & John — Manch, Stay Manufacturers. April 
7. Comp. —— 26. 
Linter, John, & John Chas pine Bristol Wholesale Confectioners 
April 1. — Reg ——— 
iiss, Wine Merchant. April5. Asst. Reg 


Glamorgan, Grocer. 


aT a 
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Marples, Geo, Sheffi Joiner. April 15. Comp. 26. 
Martinengo, ‘Palip,-Wovernampton, Stafford, ence Apel 24, 


ayers ist, ee. Trunk Maker. March 27. Comp. Reg 
Oakes, Wm, ae Woreester, Boot and Shoe Dealer, April 18, 
ovdnam, Geo, Se i cabinet Case Maker. March 29, Comp. Reg 
— Bryant, Aston nr Birm, Retailer of Beer. April8. Comp. Reg 
Guan, das, — — Tottenham, out of employment. April 8. 


a... Prodi Merchant, April 11. ee Re; April 24. 
— om, High-st, Peckham, Stationer. April 18, ip. Reg 


Foitehary Hy, Bristol, Draper. April 5. Asst. ril 
Prosser, Geo fre, jun, Dyers-bdge, Hi Holborn-hill, foe April 2. 


Comp. ry og A awe 
Parser, Wm Mo is, Wolveriey, ne Kidderminster, Butcher. April 15. 


Comp, Reg Al 
Rawlinson, Rehd », Burnley, Lancaster, Oabinet Maker. March 29. 
Asst. Reg g April 24 


* Apr — * i cae 
ri 

wd, Burnley, Lancaster, Oabinet Maker. March 29. 

* log April 34 


Reed, Geo, India-rd, Oilman. April 15. ee April 24. 
Reed, John, Rochester, Kent, Barge r. March 26. p. Reg 


A ‘ 
Re es ry gs Tantum, Blackfriars-rd, Jeweller, March 29, Asst. 


et i Shrewsbury, out of business, April 15. Comp. 
Roberis, peg er ———— Northampton, Shopkeeper. April 10, 
2) 
Roberts, Isat pone, A = Bootle, nr Lpool, Builders,, March 29. 
Reg 


rather Jonph, Holifax, York, Watchmaker. April17. Comp. Reg 


Sannlrs, Chas, Barton Mile, Suffolk, Labourer. April 8, Asst. Reg 
Sclnood, Eliza, John Buckler, & Sami John Kegan, 8t ——2 — 
Clerkenwell, Wholesale Milliners. March 25. Reg April 
Shapes 1 Jeet ee aan bicm,, Cab-Btorelobaes. 
, Geo Mow 1" Dover, Fancy Repositery Keeper. March 27. 
‘Asst. Reg April 
aro Balers — Nerwood, Grocer. April 22. Aaet. Reg 


Sweet, Jenn, Bideford, Devon, Furniture Broker. April 5. Asst..Reg 


— 
York, Painter. March 30. Asst. A = 
rr —— Islington, Draper. March. "Com 


wal ~ “st Luke’s-rd-villas, Bayswater, Esq. April 4. a. 
Wes, Wen Jail, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Linen Draper. April _P 


April 24, 
—— & Saml Ward, Matlock, Derby, Stone Merchants. Apri’ 
= ‘Asst. Reg April 20. 
a Wn, "Gower, Berks, Clerk, April 16, Comp. Reg 


— J John, Nottingham, Tobacconist. Aprili7. Comp. Reg 
— Joseph, Long-acre, Coach Builder. April 20. Comp. 

Wilts, Wa, Bangor, Carnarvon, Chemist. March 22. Asst, Reg 
Wilkinson, Ranson. Geo, Eaton-pl, Peckham, Shipbroker. April 10, 
Woolcock, » Penzance, Cornwall, Baker. April 6, Asst. Reg 


April 25. 

bye a Wm, Lpool, Merchant. March 29. Inspectership. Reg 

Wyborn, Thos —— Acton, Grocer’s Assistant. March 28. Asst. 
Reg April 24 


TUESDAY, —— 30, 1867. 
55 a David, Lpool, Linen Draper. 29, Comp. Reg 

——— Rien, eens Manufacturer. April 18, Comp. Reg 
— Jas, Mickiebarst, Chester, Waste Dealer. April 24. Comp. 


— os, Bont, Sen ge-with-Hanigh, Lancaster, Registrar of Burials 
April 15. Comp. Reg April 27. 4 — 
— Lancaster, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. April |. 
Wm, Fpanl’s Wharf, Upper Thames-st, Bottle Merchant, 
April 25. Asst. April 26. 
asian, Gee Rueckont jury, Shenley, Hants, Farmer, April13. Comp. 


Reg April 30 
— ——— uel, Harrow-rd, Tobacconist. April 18. Comp. Reg 
Bighatn, Josiah, Hampstead-rd, Bootmaker. April 25, Comp. Reg 


Binney, Harry Staniland, & Dani Matth ge ye Earthen- 
ware Manufacturers. April2. Asst. —— April 29. 


Harregate, York, Painter. April' 2. Asst. Reg 


=  Spring-grove, South Lambeth, Haberdasher. April 9. 
— ots Comm Merchant. April 26. Inspectorship, Reg 
— — Joseph, Peterborough, Bootmaker, April 2. Asst, 





Chaplin, John, Lpool, Leather Dealer. April 20. ‘Comp. Reg: 
— Edwd Nixon, Dover, Kent, Draper. March 30. Asst. Reg: 
Cohen, Lewis, Upper East Smithfield, Outfitter. April 22. Comp, 
— Clarunce-road, » West Croydon, Barrister-at-Law. April. 
Wan Vi Vickers, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. April 13. 
cramiey,, Wm Wen Mawes Poole, Ironmonger. April 22. Comp. Reg 
Critchlow, Jas, Lewer Norwood, Grocer. April 16, Comp. Reg 
Cone, Boulogne-cus: Mer, France, Surveyor. April U. 
Dawson, Thos, & ka Preston, Lancaster, Corn Merchants. April: 
20. Comp. 

—— Samal, Bedworth, W Warwick, Draper. April 9. Comp. Reg 

g, Wm, North Shields, Northumberland, Clothier. April 3. 


Co; A 
Eli, Tne Tey — Hove, Sussex. April 4, Comp. Reg 


» Isaac Chas, 
Comp. we 


ty ree Pehona-tee, Seven Sisters’-rd, Agont. April 25, 
Comp. Reg April 27 
— Sem, Paul-st, Finsbury, Builder . April 2. Comp. Reg April! 
Gregory, tone Charles-st, Broderick, Caledonian-rd, Commercial 
= , Jas, Peasteed Sar Surrey, peg lier. ‘April 24, Asst. Reg April 
Hall, Edwd, Leek, Stafford, Tailor. April 22. Asst. Reg Apri? 
Harrison, Ben}, & Thos Redman, Leeds, Scribblers, April24, Comp. 
a ge Price, Lpool, Corn Broker. April 25. Asst. Reg 


Holmes, Wm, Lyndhurst, Southampton, Grocer. April3, Asst. Reg 


‘opines, Jas Brown, Derby,Chemist. April 3. Asst. Reg April 


Thomas, — Carlisle, Cumberland, Ironmonger. April 4. Asst. 
—— hee ea New Town, Pembroke, Blacksmith. April 9, 
a , Benj, — Top, Northumberland, Greengrocer. 
30. Asst. Medol Siero 
— oo ~ Grecer. <April4, Asst. Reg 
— Benj Robt rout Green, » Plymouth, Devon, Chemist, April 26. 
sala, rok, Watabrid, Cornwall, Nurseryman. March 30. Asst. 
i. Carter-st, Cutler-st, Houndsditch, Clothier. Aprili 
23. —— Reg April 29. 

* „Somoræaot, Cattle Dealer. April 24, Comp.. 
J ‘Bott Lpool, Colour Merchant. April 15, Comp. Reg: 
— Reagan March 30. Asst. Reg: 

A 
—— St Blazey, Cornwall}, Grecers, April! 
i wi oR Isleworth, Coal Agent. April 18. 

* m, se viottingham; Shoe Mannisetarer. April 5. Comp, 

Nihon, Joh John, Newpert, Monmouth, Ironfounder, April2. Comp. 
north Joseph, Winkfield, Berks, Builder. April 3. Comp. Bég 
oaks, Wi, Little ~~) Kenthematens Manager in Ironworks. 

26. Comp. Reg April 

Patmer, Jus Fyne, — Builder, April 6. Comp. Rég 
—— — Gok Maram, March 29, Comp. 
my Camden-rd, Holloway, Accountant. April 17, Comp. 


mt, April 11. Comp, Reg April 77. 
Ralph, Joba. ¢Meneh, Merchant and Comm Agent. April 9, Asst. 


Reber, Robt Robt, Manch, Stay Manufacturer. April 6. Comp, Reg: 
or Rese —— April 25. Asst, Reg 
sartee, Bam Trimley, Surrey, out of business, April 25, Cemp. 
supley, Garman Wheatcroft, Nottingham,Beer Agent. April 6. Comp. 
Slater, as, Olibam, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer, April 4. Asst. 
y Moab, Hall-gren, Stafbrd, Grocer. April 25. Comp. Reg 
singe Wm, Coventry, Licensed Victualler. April2. Asst. Reg 


Sumner, J! Lpool, Butcher. 23. * 
one Sandgate, kent Tailor. ae ma at hae Reg 


Clea: ——— April 18. Comp. Reg 


Walker . Chas, Mewoastle-upon- “Tyne, out of business. April 26. Comp. 


Wall, , Bradford, York, Woolstapler. April 18. Comp. Reg 


ril 27, 


Wi Peter, Sheffield, York, Hosier. April 25. Comp. Reg: 


April 27. 
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‘Williams, G Gow Westbromwich, Stafford, Builder. April17, Comp. 
wai 2 bad, King-st, Deptford, Coloarman. April 5. Comp. Reg 


Bankrupts, 
Farvay, April 26, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 
‘atkins, Jas Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich. Adj April 16. 9 at 2. 
, Prisoner for Debt, London, "Ady A: April — May 13 
at ag 


Berry, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18, May 9 


‘am, Robt, Church-st, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. Pet April 
. May 8 at 12. Daniels & Co, Fore-st. 
Chas Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj Aprili7, May 
13.at 1! 


Costes, Saml Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18. May 13 
booed 


line, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Milliner. Pet April 24. May 
Sat ‘IL. Towne, Gt Russell-st. Bloomsbury 
‘Cooley, John ae Bucks, Plumber. Pet April 24. May 


Co, Old Jewry. 
areas ‘Woolwich, Corn Dealer. Pet April24. May 


Rooks & Co, Eastcheap. 
brose, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj April 17. May 
1 at 12. 
Faber, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18. May 27 at 11. 
Fraser, Edmd Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, ra April 10. May 13 
M 


Pryer, Joho, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18. May 9 at 2 
“Goode, he wae arg Isle of Dogs, Pet April 24. May. 15 
atl, Moss, Gracechurch 
Goodwin, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Londen, Adj April 18. May 27 
ll. 
“Gren, Charlotte Eis, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18, May 


—— at 5 
ehn, Liverpool-ter, Islington, out 9 business, Pet April 24. 


nk —7— — * Guildhall-chambe: 
sav, Wm ristol, Share Broker. ‘Adj April 17, May 27 


— — Douglas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 


8. 
: Joltan Thos, Red Redhill, Surrey, Builder. Pet April 18. May 9 at 1. 
* Dane’s-inn. 

J Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April18. May 27 


Loeber,'Louis, Prisoner for Debt, Springfield. Adj April 17. May 9 


4 I Geo, Leadenhall-st, Comm —*2* Pet April 18. May 15 
ati. Lawrance & Co, ola Jewry-chambe: 
Mears, Patrick, Prisoner :for Debt, Lenten. Adj April 18, May 13 


at 12. 
ms Mary Anne, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj April 17. 


Parker, Thos Emary, Hastings, Wine Merchant’s Manager. Pet A’ 
20, sien 15 at 12. Miller & Miller, Sherborne-lane * 
‘Pastarelli, Georgiana Augusta, Gt Castle-st, Regent-st, Professor of 
Music. Pet April 20. May 15 at 12, Dobie, Basinghali-st. 
Patten, Geo. Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj April 18. May 13 at 12. 
— Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Londen. Adj April 18. May 27 


atil. 
Powell, Benj, jun, Gt Yarmouth, Licensed mga Pet April 24. 
May iS at i. Storey, King’s-road, Bedford 
om, Fredk John, Little Tower-st, Merchant. “Pet April 24. May 9 
at 1, ._Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambe 
— Walter, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18, May 9 
sale, — Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18, May 
WS at 
Geo Hy Vande: — Notting-hill, Boot and 
2 Adj “April 18. May 27 at . 


9at2. Harrison & 
Cooper, 

Sat il. 
Collard, Am! 


Siete Wm, Prisener for Debt, nan Adj April 18, May 13 
— mds, Richd Anstead, Tottenham, Hat Tiersnecmwenn, Tet 
April8. May 9at2. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
“Smith, Thos, er ee Kent, Beershop Keeper. Pet April 18. 
Pe. | 9 atl. Gray’s-inn-sq 
Sai, Wn Shaw, Reading, — Pet April 24. May 8 at 12. 
8 
‘Spill, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj April 18. May 27 at 11. 
“Stuart, John, Hammersmith, Photographer. Pet April 24. May 15 
at 2. Pierpoint, Leicester-sq. 
— * wand Frederick, Prisoner for Debt, London, .84j April 18. 
fay 9 at 
= Hy, Milk-st, Cheapside, Warehouseman, Pet April 24. May 8 
Drake, Basinghall-at. 
Unies, Alex, Oak-villas, Norwood, out of business. Pet April 24. 
war at 2.” Towne, Gt Russell-st. 
Wade, Sami, White Horse-st, Ratcliffe, Baker, Pet April18. May 9 
atl. Rigby, — 
William —* Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18, May 9 
‘Winter, Richd, Charles-st, Hackney-rd, Clerk. Pet April 18. May 9 
..,a¢1. Murton, Barge- yd-chambers. 
— mn, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18. May 9 
‘Wigg, Ellis, Hepworth, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet April24. May 9 at 2. 
Horrex, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
-Allen, ans alten, Canford Magna, Dorset, Baker. Pet April 23. Wim- 
borne Minster, May 10 at 11. Moore. Wimborne Minster. 
-Aird, John Anderson, Heaton Norris, Stockport, Lancaster, Con- 
tractor. Pet April 23, Stockport, May 10 at 12, Howard, Stock- 
Ambler, Wm, —_ Attorney. Pet April 18.° Manch, May 14 at 
9.80, Bennett, Manch. si A id 





Andrew, Giles, Mossley, Cotton Spinner. April Maneh, 
May eat th sole Eo Nason —2 

Archer, Jos Stanyon, Leicester, Hatter. Pet April 24. Birm, May 14 
at ll. Macaulay, Leicester. 

Areher, Reb, Lpool, Eating-house Keeper. Pet April 22. Lpool, May - 


* 10 at 3. hey Lpool. 
gyre . Emmaus, Everton, Lancaster, Book-! Pet A; 
Lpool, May 13 at 3. Bellringer, Lpool. — * 
* Devon Keeper. Pet April22, East 
Penang May 8 Ld 1. monds Te gas 
eo Wm, vent Warwick, il 22. 
—* Lew & 7 —— Gnfin, —— 
Camp osep! mas, South Shields, Durha: . Innkeeper. A 
as ua Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 6. at 12. "Hoyle, eben d 
'yne, 
Chester, Wm Gainsborough, Lincoln, Hotel Keeper. Pet April 13 
Leeds, May 8 at [2. Simpson, Leeds. 
Copland, er — Devon, Draper. Pet April 22. Barnstaple, 
- nos, Brig Brighton, Sussex, Draper. Pet April 23, Brighton, May 
— — — -park, Lpool, Saddler. Pet April ia. Lpool, 
Ditehburn, Marg, Lpsol out of business. Pet April 24. Lpool, May 
me a 8 Toulmin & Carrathe rs, 1. 
os, Welchpool, Montgome Shoemaker. Pet April 22. 
. Welchpool, » May 9 at 12. —— We rake * 
ewster, Kingston-u 1 * ril 17. ° 
upon: ty — pon-Hiil, B r. “Adj April 17. Kingston. 
os, Newick, Sussex ki 16, 
teat 10, "Hillman, — * » Blacksmith. Pet April Lewes, May 
Goodwin, Lorenzo, Sheffield, Labourer, Pet April 23. Sheffi 
9atl. Micklethwaite, Stel ffield. * — 
— Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj April 16. Lpool, May 7 
Harvies, Thos Wm, Woodside Feundry, nr Saundersfoot, Pembroke, 
Iron and Brass Founder. Pet April 18, Narberth, May 8 at 10. 
Lascelles, Narberth. 
Harvey, Maurice Thos, Freemantle, Southampton, Dentist. Pet April 
23. Southampton, May l5at2. Guy, Southampton. 
Heys, Jas, Old Trafford, Manch, General Agent. Pet April 16. Manch, 
May 10 at 11. . Storer, Mancb. 
Jones, Jonathan, Pontypool, Mormons Dae Pet April 24, Ponty- 
pool, May 13 at Tl, Edwards, Pon 
Kimberley, Ebenezer, Cradley-heath, » Grocer. Pet April 24. 
Birm, May 8 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
King, Horatio David, Bath, Fancy Stationer, Pet April u. Bristol, 
May Sat 11. Pigeon, Bris tol. 
Land, Hy, Heigham, Norwich, Grocer, Adj April 16 (for pau). May 
10 at Il. Stanley, Norwich. ' 
— Hy Fras, Wrexham, Denbigh, a Surgeon. Pet April 
43. Wrexham, May 16 at 11. Sherratt, Wrexham 
Litehfield, Jas, Lpool, Tailor. Pet April 23. Lpool, May 14 at 3. 
Nordon, Lpeol. 
Lomas, Wm Davis, Hyde, Chester, Shopkeeper. Pet April24. Hyde, 
May 8ati!. Hibbert, Hy 
Lucas, Geo Jas, Cinderford. Gloucester, Grocer. Pet April 22. Newn- 
ham, May 9 at 10. Goold, Newnham. 
Marcoso, Jas, as, Birm,Comm Agent. Pet April 18, Birm, May 10 at 10. 
Marshall, John, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Corn Merchant. Pet April 12. 
Leeds, May 22 at 12. Tweed, Lincoln. 
Mizen, Wm, Poole, Dorset, Provision Dealer. Pet April 20. Southamp- 
ton, May 15 at 12. Mackey, ——— 
Nelson, ——— me —— Pet April 24. Manch, 


May 10 at 12. Sale & Co 
—s i 2* Derby, silk —— Pet April 24. Birm, May 4 at ll, 


Leec! 
Ord, Miles R Jarrow, Durham, Joiner. Pet April 24. South Shields, 


Ma: 6 at 12. Wheldon, South Shields, 
Pan Thos, Southsea, dfaster Mariner. Pet April18. Portsmouth, 


May 28 at 12. White, Portse 
Parry, Mary, Prisoner for Debt, Brecknock, Adj Aprill5. Tredegar, 


May ll at!. Harris, Tredegar 
—— — Prisoner for Debt, oe Oxford. Adj April 17, Oxford, May 
at 10. 
Pickles, —_ —— Mason. Pet April 23. Halifax, May 10 at 10. 
Pickin, wa — * nr Sheffield, Grocer. 
May 9atil. Micklethwaite, Sheffeld. ‘ 
Pet April 18. 
Exeter, May6ati2. Floud, Exete! 
Rhodes, John, Sheffield, Catlery Manufacturer. Pet April 24. Sheffield, 
Richardson, Paul, Halam, —— Sone. 
Newark, May 8 ‘at 12. Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent. 
Leeds, 
May 15 at 12, W Doncaster. 
Roberts, Saml, Earlestown, Lancaster, Contracter’s Foreman. Pet 
ton. 
Rutter, Geo, Bolten, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet April 23, Bolton, May 8 
at 11. Ramwell, Bolton. 
ll at930. Gardner, Manch, 
Silver, Wm, Wan’ . Berks, Coach Builder. Pet April 20. Wantage, 
— a —— * bt, Warwick. 
8 at 12 ‘ames * rm. 
Suseex, — Pet April 22. Chiches- 
ter, May 8 at 12. Titehener, Chicheste: 
May '6at 
* Alfred, — outofbusiness. Pet April 24. Birm, 
Towncend, Phineas Chas, Neweastle-upon- , Publican. Pet April 
18. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 6 at 12. 3 & Stewart, New- 


Jubb, H 
Tet April 24. Sheffield, 
Powlesland, Saml, jun, Chudleigh, — Limeburner. 
Ma: 9atl. Dyson, Sheffield. 
4 J Pet April 24, 
Rickerby, Thos, Doncaster, York, Chemist. Pet April 24. 
oodhea 
April 22. Warrington, May 23 at 11. Beamont & Co, Warring- 
Shepherd, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj April 16, Salford, May 
May 29 at 3. Lovett, —— 
Adj April 20. Birm, May 
Smith, Richd, Chichester, 
Svuthwell, By Prisoner for Debt, Lamenster. Adj Aprill7. Manch, 
y ‘4 at il. Briggs, De 
castle-apon-Tyne. 
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, John, Runcorn, - ao aa, Carpenter. Pet Feb 12. Runcorn 

May 17 at 10. Day, Runco 

— Edwd, Hereford, Fish monger. Pet April2?4. Hereford, May 

25 at 10. Garrold & Meadows, Hereford. 

Wellington, Matt, St Austell, Cornwall, Butcher. Pet April 24, St 
Austell, May 13 at 11. Meredith, St Auste 

Williams, David, Dowlais, nr Merthyr Ty aa, — Labourer. 
Pet a Ape 22. Merthyr 1, May 9 at} ll, Plews, 

Williams, Benj, Swansea, G am Grocer. Pet April 15. Swansea, 
May 8 at 2. Morris, 8 


—— April 30, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
— Warden, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 20, May 28 


Bilton, Geo, Brunswick-parade, Anerley-rd, Oilman. Pet April 25. 
May 13 Sati. Shiers, New-inn, Strand. 
Blake, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 20. May 28 at 12, 
Boyell, Richd, Prisoner for * London. Pet April 24 (for pau). May 
15 at 2. Hicks, Coleman-s 
May 13 at 1. 


Burton, Wm, Walworth-rd, Surrey. be oe ye 
Caldwell, Joseph, West Tilbury, bese Salesman. ‘Pet April 27. 
Silvester, Gt be overs, Newin, 


May 27 at J. 8 

Cheshire, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. 6 —* 25 (for pau). 
May 13 at2, Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st, 

Childs, Es — Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj April 


18. 
Cole, Geo Hy, Edward's-ter. St George’s-rd, es Woodware 
& Ely, New 


—— Pet April 25. May 28 at U1. 

“8 

Cotter, Jas, Princes Rishorongh, B Buoks, Woolstapler. Pet April 25. 
May 15 at2. Chilton & Co, -lane. 

Darton, John Maw, Paternoster row, kseller. Pet April 26. May 
13 at 2. Lawratice & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Davis, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 20. May 13 at 


Dickson, ey 4 Auchmuty, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 20. 
ay 
— Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 18. May 13 at 


Fidgen, Jas, Cross-st, Wenlock-rd, — Carman. Pet April 29 
May 28 at 2. Bredon, Londen-wall 

Freeman, Fredk, Hemel Hempstead, Hertford, Chesemonger. Pet 
April 26. May 27 atl. rton, ht-ter, Edgware-rd 

Groves, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 25 (for pau). "May 
25 at 12, *Parkes, Beaufort-bldgs, Strand. 

— Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Lendon. Adj April 20. May 27 

Herbert, Edwd Perham, —— t, Walworth, no business. Pet April 25. 
May 15 at 2. Davis, Harp-lane. 

Kerry, Wm Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 27 (for pau). 
May lb atll. Goatly, Bow-street. 

Marriott, Geo, Market-st-mews, May- fair, out of business, Pet April 
25. May 28ati1. Letts, Huntingdon-st, Barns 
— — Scobie, Prisoner r Debt, London, “Adj April 20. 

y 2 2. 
Pickard, Rosina Matilda, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 24. 
May 13ath. Lindus, ide. 
Plimsoll, Sarah, Prisoner for Debt. Adj April 18. May 27 at 12, 
Polley, Geo, Robirhood-lane, Poplar, Dairyman. Pet April 27. May 
28 ati. Marshall, Fenchurch-st. 
Putt, Thos, Chapel- st, Curtain-road, Shoreditch, Cabinet Manufac- 
turer. Pet April 25. Ma oy 28 at i. Hicks, Coleman-st. 
Roberts, John Arthur Jefferson, Manea. Cambridge, Clerk in Holy 
Me —— ant, yrs salt ea vie at2. Vipan, St Ives. 
ohn pproach- ictoria-park, Journeyman Baker. Pet 
April 25, May 13 at 2. Dobie, — 
Stacey, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj April 20. May 27 at 12. 
Stacey, Edwd, Silver-st, Edmonton, Omnibus Driver. Pet April 26. 
May 27 at 13. Hammond, Furnival’s-inn. 
Stilwell, Rt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 27 (for pau). May 
28 att. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Tadgell, Wm, Park-ter, Cavendish-rd, poe, Builder, Pet April 27, 
May 13 at 2. Howard, Quality-court. 
Trail, Wm, Commission Merchant, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet 
April 27. May 28 at 1. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Westen Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London, AdjApril20. May 20 
at 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Abbott, Wm, Chesterfield, Derby, General Dealer. Pet April 5 (for 
pau). Derby, May 10 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 
Barner, Rd, Norwich, out of business. Pet April 26, Norwich, May 
13 at ll. Emerson, Norwich. 
Briggs, Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 17. Man- 
chester, May 16 at 11. 
Burnicle, Joseph, Middlesborough, York, Joiner. Pet April 23. Steck- 
ton-on-Tees, May's at 11. Buinbridge, Middlesborough. 
Courteen, Hy, Gloucester, Brewer’s Foreman, Pet April 25. Bristol, 
May Watil. Wilkes, Gloucester. 
Darrall, John, Birm, out of business, Pet April 26. Birm, May 10 at 
10. Duke, Birm. 
Davies, David, Maesteg, Glamorgan, —— Pet April 26. 
Bridgend, May 8 at 12. Steckwood, Bri 
Davies, Alf, Hereford, Cabinet Maker. Pet April 25. Birm, May 15 at 
12. Garrold, Hereford, 
Davis, Edmund, Glastonbury, Glove Manufacturer. Pet Apri 26, 
Wells, May 13at 11. Hobbs & Seal, Wells. 
Dreaper, Thos Max, Egremont, Chester, Accountant’s Clerk. Pet 
April 24, Birkenhead, May llat19. Barker. 
Falkingbridge, Joseph, "South Stockton, York, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Pet April 29. Leeds,May i6at 11. Dobson, Middlesborough. 
Fletcher, Wm, Market Drayton, Salop, Maltster. Pet April 27. Birm, 
May 15 at 12. Pearson, —— Drayton. 
Graty, Thos, Frankwell, Sa 
bury, May 13 at 11. Chandler, Shrewsbu: 
Harrison, Joseph, Burslem, Stafford, Potter.” Pet April 27. Hanley, 
May 18 at 11. Tomkinson, Burslem. 


erthyr Tydfil. . 


lop, —— Pet April 23. Shrews- 4 Stern, Edwd, Threadneedle-st, Ship Broker. 





Harris, John, jun, Buckfastleigh, Devon, Timber Merchant. Pet 
April 19. Totnes, May li at 12. Windcatt, Totnes. : 
Hartley, Wm Austin, Overton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Pet April 25. 
Lancaster, May 10 at 12. J—— & Tilly, caster. - 
Henderson, John Jas, North Shields, Northumberland, Innkeeper. 
Pet April 25. North Shields,May 15 at 10. Lowrey, North 


Shields, 
Hewitt, Benj, Derby, Meat Salesman. Pet April 12, Derby, May 10 
at 12. Briggs, Derby. 
Hickling, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj April 16. Birm, 
May l4at ll. * Nott Nottingham. 
High, Edmund, reake, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler, April 
25. . Little Watsing vin May 16 at 3, Garwood, jun, Wells. 
t, Bin; . Ellesmere, Salop, Land Surveyor. Pet Apri? 
25... Oswestry, May i at 11. Pritchard, Ellesmere. 
Hogan, John Morris, Leamington oy Warwick, Professor of —— 
Pet so 17, Warwick, May 11 at 11, Overell, ‘ 


Prio’ 
ay "Ed, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj April 16. Lpool, May , 
at 11. 


Ivinson, Joseph, Parrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Peeper. Pet April 24, , 
Manch, May 13 at 11. Boote & Rylance, Mano 
Jackson, Wm, Bucknall, Stafford, Potter. Pet April 24. Hanley, May , 


18 at 11. Sutton, Bursiem. 

Jones, Elias, Newport. Monmouth, Ship Chandler. Pet April 25. Bris- , 
tol, May 10 at 11. Beckingham, Bristol. 

Jones, Samuel, Mostyn, Flint, Labourer. Pet April 25. Holywell, 
May 14 at 11, Davies, Ho 

Jones, Boyce, Gioucester, Innkeeper. Pet April 26. Gloucester, May 


15 at 12, 22 

Kedward, Wm, Kington, Hereford, Butcher. Pet April26. Hereford, , 
May 25 at 12, Garrold & Meadows. 

Kendrick, Hy, King’s Norton, Worcester, Farm Bailiff. Pet April 25. 
Birm, May 10 at 10. Francis, Birm. 

Kershaw, Jas, Rochdale, Venton ‘Carder. Pet April 26. Rochdale, 
May 14 at 11. Whitehead, Roc 

Lane, ** hd out of — *. April 2. Birm, May 10 at 
10. t, 

Langham, Wm, Prisoner for Bn nig Nottingham, Adj April 16. Not- 
tingham, May 14atll. Maples, Nottingham. 

Lauder, Edwin, Birrs, out of usiness. Pet April25. Birm, May 15... 
at 12, Reece & Harris, Birm. 

Melhuish, Joshua, Knowstone, Devon, Formac. Pet April29. Exeter,.- 
May 10 at 12. Riccards & Son, Southmolto: 

Nixon, David Edgar, Carlisle, Cumberland, — — Dealer. Pot 

April 25. Carlisle, May 13 at 11, Ostell, Carlisle. : 

Paimer, Wm, St Budeaux, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Pet April 26. ~ 
East Stonehouse, May 10 at 11. Edmonds & Sons, Plymouth. — - 

Peake, John, Hanley, out of business. Pet April 27. Hanley, May 18. 
atll, Tennant, ley. 

Powlesiand, Saml, sen, —— for Debt, Exeter. Pet April 27, Exeter, 
May 10 at 12. Flond, Exeter 

Pudge, Walter, Reading, Bath Chairman. Pet April 23. Reading». 
May Ii atil. Smith, ng. 

Redding, Thos, Bromyard, Hereford, Victualler, Pet April 22. Brom- . 
—— May 16 at 12. Badham, Bromyard. : 

Rees, Edwd, ES fs — Druggist. Pet April 26. 

Lpool, May 16 at : 

Rosewarne, John, Derby, Primer. ” Pet April 13 (for pau). Derby,. 
May 10 at 12. Briggs, De Derby. f 

Seana), Rernard, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj April 16. Lpool, 
May 13 at 11. 

Sandford, L, Thom, Prisoner for Debt, Exeter. Adj March15. Exeter, 


May 13 at . 
Taylor, Mary Eliz, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 17. 
Pet April 24. 


‘anch, May 14 at 9.30.. Jones, Manch. 

Taylor, Wm, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Joiner. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 10 at 12. Hoyle & Co, Neweastle-upon- 

Pet April 26. . 


derminster. 


T. 
——— John, Stourport, Worcester, Groen r. 


Kidderminster, May 13 at ll. Crowther, Ki 

Thornton, Benj, Prisoner for Debt, Leicester. Pet April 16. Birm,. 
May 10 at 12. Southall & Nelson, Birm. 

Thompson, Geo Nicholas Wm Tuam, Derby, Wool Factor. Pet April: 
5 (for pau). Derby, May 10 at12, Briggs, Derby. 

Tootill, Ellis, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj April 16. Manch, May 
lO atl. 

Vizard, Wm, Cheltenh Gl ter, out of business. Pet April 24. 
Cheltenham, May 14 at 11. Skipper, Cheltenham. 

Watson, Saml, Blackburn, Lancaster, Wheelwright. Pet April 23.. 
Blackburn, May 13 at 1. Smith, Blackburn. 

Wells, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Nottingham. Adj April 16. Nottingham, . 
May l4at lt. — Nottingham. 

Welsby, Maria, Bolton, Lancaster, Widow. Pet April 26. Bolton 
May 15at 10. Ramwell, Bolton. 

Wilcock, Walter, Wotton-under-Edge, Gloucester, Brush Maker. Pet 
April 24. Dursley, May 13 at 11. Clutterbuck, Stroud. 

Williams, Owen, Rhydwyn, Anglesey, Tailor. Adj April 13. Llangefni, . 
May !6 atl}. Griffith, Holyhead, 

Willbourn, John, — Builder. Pet April 25. Birm, May 14 at 
ll. Macaulay, Leiceste: 

Wilson, Robt Elliott, Derby, Brewer’s Clerk, Pet April 18. Derby,- 
May ‘Oat 12, Belk, Nottingham. ; 

Yonng, Richd, Kingston-upon-Hull, Policeman. Pet April 23, Kings-- 

ton-upon-Hull, May 14 at 12. Bailes, Boston. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, April 26, 1867. 


Bonner, Robt, Brighton, Plumber. April 18. 
Monday, Ben. Blagrove Farm, Milverton, 


Apri 
April 80, 1867. 
April 17 
Stowell, John Thos, Gloucester-grove, Old Brompton, out of employ -- 


ment. April 25. 
Brooks, Chas, Bolton, Lancaster, Butcher. April 26, 





Somerset, Farmer. - 


TUESDAY, 





r. 


Sat 
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‘\RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
87, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E. 
SOLICITORS are invited to neues fo — on behalf of oe clients, Pro- 


is for Loans on Freehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Fotetets, or other adequate ssoasities. 
— be made in the first instance according to the following 


ProrosaL ron Loan ow Morrcaces. 


” “form 


Dato...... 

Introduced by (state name and address Of solicitor’ 

‘Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. ¢., whether for a term cetiain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

— 
ngs, state the net annual income 

State what oe (if —* is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


RIENTAL BANK CORPORATION. 
Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 1351. Paid-up,Capital 
£1,500,000; Reserved Fund, £444,000. 


COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CaaizmMaN—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esq. 
Devorr- CuarnmMan—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 





James Blyth, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
‘Duncan James Kay, Esq. Patrick F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 


Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 
BANKERS. 


The Bank of Engiand; The Union Bank of London. 
The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 


.. Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, 


Hong Kong, 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 
which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 
-or the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 
They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 


paper, the receipt.of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c.,. 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable atten days’ 
notice, and also for longer Pests, the terms for Vhich may be ascer- 
tained on application at theig-offic 

Office hours, 10 ta 3; — 10 to 2. 

Threadneedle-street, London, 1867. 


d ela AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD. OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 

Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Conrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
‘balance does not fall below £100. 

Depostrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At 4 ditto ditto ai ditto. 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

Excertionat Rares for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

Bnus issued at the current ae of the day on any of the! eee 
~of the Bank free of extra charge; and appr bilis p ir sent 
vfor collection. 








Sates anv Purcnases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
‘East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and rensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency. 
British and Indian, transacted. — —— 
M. BALFOUR, Manager. 





N OTANDA, Double "Naniber, with new Index; 
tog No. 9, 1867.—Notanda t of Decisions in Law, 
—— Bam Admiralty, Divorce, Ecclesiastical, and Probate 
from December, 1862, to a bo Agel 1867. By TENISON EDWARDS, 

ofthe Inner Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
*,* Each new — Index i isa ready key to all the notes from 
ihe commencement the work. The number of notes now is 5,899. 
est is continuously kept up by an annual subscription of 15s. 
Any Gentleman desirous of making himself acquainted with, the 
Plan of this Digest can have a copy forwarded upon a written appli- 

to the Publishers 
Srevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 


‘HE SMOKER’S BONBON effectually removes 
the Taste and Sme!l of Tobacco from the Mouth and Breath, and 
pe agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant and wholesome. 
ye) by a patent yrocens , from the recipe of an eminent physician, 
—* OOLING & fay * —— — green, — 
Chemists, Poben C8; t and 14 stamps.- y 

ite, Tobacconist, & * * — * 








CCIDENTS WILL HAPPEN, 
Everyone should therefore provide against them ! 
£1000 i case or Dera, on £6 rex Weex wate Lain uP By InsgRy 
CAUSED BY 
ACCIDENT OF ANY KIND, 

May be secured by an-Annual Payment of from £3 to £6 5s. te the 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY 
The oldest established Company in the World insuring against 
ACCIDENTS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION. 


64, ConNHILL, AXD 10, Recewr Street, Lonpon. 
WILLIAM J. VIAN, Secretary. 
V Ales AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
tuses of Public Companies, Share ponte, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Fi 


Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, P Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 48. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 
PRICE IF PUT To Account, 
16 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies. 50 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 2s. Os, . £2.38. 6d. £248.6d. £2 6s. 6d. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


—E— requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches, 

Companies 


Fee 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C, (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 


TARRAGONES. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 
Post Orders on Vere Street. 


CHARLES WARD AND SON 
WINE MERCHANTS, 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 


18s. per aoz. TARRAGONES. per doz. 18.5 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :-— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18a. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
Is, 6d, setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’ 's Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, l4s., 16s,, and 18s, per dezen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or postfree, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for whieh their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


rail. 
* RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 836, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


SV LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuabJe properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 














18s, per de. per doz. 18 








Za Q 33. G&G 2 eieeib.& 6 
TableForks,perdoz...... 110 Oandl1 18 0 2.890 30 8 
Dessert ditto ...sssecoese | 0 Oandl 10 0 114.@ 220 
Table Spoons ...... essoee 110 Oandl 18 0 280 300 
Dessert ditto ......... ... 1 0 Oandl 10 0 115 0 220 
Tea Spoons ........... 0 12 o and o 1s 0 136 110 0 


Every Article for the ‘Table, asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for. 
warded on receipt of 20 s 
RICHARD & JOHN "SLACK, 836, STRAND, LONDON. 





In one volume, crown 8vo., 
TREATISE ON —— ENGLISH LAW OF 
yom Dedicated ice-Chancellor Sir 
n Kindersley. By OuivER STEPHEN “ROUND, Esq, of 
Lincoln’, = Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 
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PROVIDENT ‘LIFE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT- 
STREET, LONDON, W. 


EsTasiisuep 1806. 


Invested Capital, £1,663,9t9. 
Annual Income, £203,438, 
Bonusses Declared, £1,451,157. 
Claims Paid since the Establishment of the Office, £3,906,452, 





President. 
Tus Rigut Honovpasuk Eani Garr, 





‘The Profits (subject to a trifling deduction) aré divided among the Insured. 





Examples of Bonuses added (6 Polieies fssned by 
THE PROVIDENT LIFE OFFICE. 








No. of | Date.of; Anntal Sum | Amount with 
Policy. | Policy. | Premium. | Insured, Bonus additions.) 
£8. a £ £ 6. 4. 
4,718 1823 204 15 10 5,000 10,632 14 2 
3,924 1821 165 4 2 5,000 10,164 19 O 
4,937 1824 205 13 4 4,000 9,637 2 2 
5,795 1825 157 1 8 5,000 9,253 510 
2,027 1816 12213 4 4,000 8,576 11 2 


3,944 1821 49 15 10 1,000 2,498 7 6 
788 1808 2918 4 1,000 2,327 13 5 























InsunaNcEs may be effected 2 any part of the kingdom by a letter 
addressed to “‘ The Secretary,” No, 50, Regent-street, London, W. 
Commission.—The usual — Commission of 10 per Cent. upon 

the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. Renewals, is allowed to So- 
Halters and others, and —2 paid to the party introducing 
the Assurance. 


who have participated in these Returns :— 





OUNTY FIRE OFFICE, No. 50, REGENT. 
STREET, and No. 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
EsTaBLisuep 1806. 
APITAL, £700,000. 


Carr 
Returns paid to Insured, £287,223. Claims paid since the Establish- 


ment of the Office, —— 976. 


TRUSTEES AND DIRECTO! 
The Hon. Arthur Kinnaird, M.P. Henry B. ,. Churehill, Esq. 
Sir Richard D. King, Bart. Richard Dawson, Esq. 
Sir G. E. Welby Gregory, Bart, The Rev. Humphrey W. Sibthorp, 
Samuel Veasey, Esq. ke. Be. is Squire, Esq. 
Ce, e 


Aauaoms Dinecror.—John A. Beaumont, Esq. 
The Rates of Premium e by the County Fire Office are upon the 


lowest scale consistent with pr aw ha to the Insured. 
All Losses are settled wit 


ith promptitude and liberality. 
When a Policy has existed Seven Years, a Reruan of 25 per cent. on 


one-fourth of the Premiums paid, is declared upon such Policies. 


The Return thus paid at the present time amount to £297,842, 
The following Table contains the Names of some of the Policy Holders 














Policy No. Name and Residence of Insured. Bonus, 
£ 3s. a. 
138,142 | W. F. Riley, Esq. sscevecccescscceccccccceese | 464 1 0 
156,308 | Messrs. Broadwood, Golden-square .......... | 169 7 9 
114,163 '| W. T. Copeland, Esq., New Bond-street .... | 83 2 6 
156,784 | Major-General Vyse, Steke-place, Sl veoe | 70 1410 
143,872 —_ shomeeeh, EAt.. Uieb-stvest, Soho.... | 63 9 1 
99,218 | Sir James J. Hamilton, Bart., Portman-square | 63 9 0 
139,634 | John Amor, Esq., New Bond-street esoccese | 56:14 0 
69,699 | Lady Jane Rodd, "Wimpole-street seveecseee | 47°06 
257,954 The * Hon. Earl Howe, Gopsall Hall, Leices- 
COPBTITO oo — esoee | 4015 6 
49,024 | The Rev. C. Barter, Sarsden, ‘Oxon coccccce | 3 
350,497 | J. H. Hamilton, Esq. M.P.,Abbotstown, Dublin | 2917 4 
81,118 | Edward Thornton, Esq., Princes-street, Han- 
OVEI-BQUBTO ...........................l 2914 Q 














CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 
Commrsston.—The usual Commission of 5 per cent. upon New Policies and 
Renewals, is allowed to Solicitors and other Professional Gentlemen 
introducing business to the County Fire 





— —— MEDICAL, AND , GEMERAL, LIFE - 


ASSURANCE SOCI 
Bonus — 

The Report presented at. a Meeting held * the 3rd January last, for 

the declaration of the Eighth Bonus, showed, 

1.—As to the progress of the 
that during the quinquennial period which terminated on the 30th June 
1866, 

New Assurances for a total sum of £1,518,181, and yielding £50,497 in 
Annual Premiums, has been effected, of which sums the former exceeded 
by £31,811. and the latter by £2,392, the corresponding items of any pre- 
vious period ; that 

Ad. Income had increased from £195,400 to £215,327 per annum ; 
and that 

The Assurance Fund, after payment of £35,303 on account of Bonus at 
the last Division, had risen from £1,422,191 to £1,619,539. 

2.—As to the financial position of the Society. 
That the Assets on the 30th June, 1966, were...£1,619,539 14 8 
And the Liabilities on the same date .....+......... 1,343,708 19 2 


Leaving 2.surplus Of ics:..sessssseereeesseecesoeee £275,830 16 6 


and that, after setting aside £50,000 as a special reserve fund, 
The Available Profit was £225,830 15s, 6d., of which sum £225,000 was 
recommended for division. 


3.—As to the Results of the Division. 








That the portion of this sum of £225,000 —viz., five-sixths, or £187,500 — 


which fell to the Assured, would yield a 

Reversionary aldition to the pence of £272,682, averaging 45 per 
Cent., or varying, with the t ages, from 32 to 85 per Cent. on the 
premiums paid since the last division ; and that the 

Cash Bonus, which is the exact equivalent of such reversionary Bonus, 
would average 26 per Cent. of the like premiums. 

The Report explained at length the nature of the Investments and the 
bases of the calculations, the results of which, as above shown, are emi- 
nently favourable. 

The next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1872, and Per- 
sons who effect New Policies before the ead of Jane next will be en- 
titled at that division to one year’s additional share of Profits over later 

rs. 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, the Report above mentioned, and a 
detailed account of the proceedings of the Bonus meeting, can be obtained 
from any of the Society’s Agents ; or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary, 
13, St. James’s-square, London, S.W. 
COMMISSION. 

10 per Cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission wili be continued to the person 
introduci the without reference to the channel through 
whieh the —— may be paid, 








[J MvERsITY LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
—Extension to Foundation Schools. — Additions in 1865 at the rate ” 


of 1? per cent. per annum. 
24, Suffolk-street, London, S.W 


CHARLES M‘CABE, Sec. 





Py QUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND, 
Established 1835. Capital £500,000, 


DIRECTORS. 
Daniel Smith Bockett, Esq. Francis Bennett Goldney, Esq. 
Major C. L. Boileau. Chas. Richard Harford, jun., Esq. 
Lieut.-Colonel Chase. Henry Pigeon, Esq. 
William Henry Cole, Esq. Henry ——— Esq. 
Thomas Curtis, Esq. George Roo! ts, Esq. 
Auditors—Charles Armstrong, Esq.; iy 4 Richard Bingley, Esq.; 


red Langdale, E 
Solicitors Messre Clayton & Sons, 
Bankers—Messrs. Coutts & Co. 
Actuary—F. Hendriks, Esq. 
This Society purchases reversionary , life interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities, 
Forms of proposal may be obtained ” - office, 
8. CLAYTON, } Joint 
6. H. CLAYTON, $§ Secretaries. 


HE LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE. 
INSURANCE COMPANY, 
“Offices! —— 20 and 21, Poultry, 7, Cornhill, and 
haring Cross, London. 
The Invested Funds A. amount to £3. "254,334. The Fire Revenue 
to £818,055, and that of the Life to £254,397. The moderate rates of 
remium, with a guaranteed fixed Bonus for the Life Policies of this- 
pany, and their value as Special Securities to third parties, render 
them particularly advantageous. Whole world leave is granted on: 
reasonable terms, and claims are paid thirty da “A after admission. 
JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary. 


ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
pT Aw REVERSION ARY INTEREST SOCIETY,. 
ancery-lane [ ondon. 
Cuainman—The RightHonm — Gurney, Q.C., M.P., Recorder of 
London. 
Deruty-Caatnman—Sir W. J, Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An · 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversiovary and —— Interests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reve: 

Annuities, Immediate, i and Contingent, pi also 11s0 Endowments. 
gh vi et te of Proposal, and all farther inf tion, may 

rospectuses and Forms an rther information 

¢ had at the office. , C. B. CLABON, Sec. 


Ts GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND IN- 

VESTMENT COMPANY, — 5, Whitehall, London, 8.N. 
Established 1826. Further empowered by special Act of of Parliament 
14 and 15 Vict., cap. 130. Capital £500,000, 

The busi of this Company ists in the purchase of, or loans‘upon,. 
reversionary intercets, vested or contingent, in landed or fanded pro- 
perty, or securities; also life interests in possession, as well as in expeer 
tation ; and policies of assurance upon lives. 

Prospectuses and forms of proposals may be obtained from the Secre~ 
tary, to whom all communications should be addressed. 

WM. BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary.. 
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FOUNDED 1836. 


Segal and General Aife Assurance Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EC. 





Trustees. 


THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD CAIRNS, Lord Justice. THE HON. SIR GEORGE ROSE. 
THE RIGHT HON. SIR W. BOVILL, Lord Chief Justice, C.P. Esq. 
THE RIGHT HON. SIR EDWARD VAUGHAN WILLIAMS. THOMAS: WEBB GREENE, Esq., Q.C. 
THE HON. SIR WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Vice Chancellor. JOHN OSBORNE, Esq., Q.C. 
ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. 


Directors. 


Dugsore, Witt1aM, Esq., Q.C. 
Foitett, Rosest Barty, Esq., 

Taxing Master in Chancery. 
Frere, Bartts Joun Lavarte, Esq. 
BoLTon, JoHN Hewny, Esq. GouLnvuan, Mr. Senseant, 
Broverir, Francis, Esq. Commissioner in Bankruptcy. 
Cut J 38 R., Esq. Esa 5 — Q.c. 

on, W. CKLAN: . BNDALL, Joan, Esq. 

— * Lams, Gzoree, Esq. 


SOLICITORS.—Messrs. Domy1tts, Lawrence, & Grawam. 


Leman, Jiores, Esq. 

Ossoane, Jonn, Esq., Q.C. 

Pemberton, E. Letcn, Esq. 

Rippett, Sir V. Bucnanan, Bart, 

Ross, The Hon. Sir Groner. 

Scapprne, Epwm Warp, Esq. 

Sarru, The Hon. Mr. Justice Mowraccun, 
Smita, Micuasg., Esq. 

Titson, Tuomas, Esq. 


Austin, CHanLes, Esq , Q.C, 
Bacon, Jamas, Esq., Q.C. 
BEAvMONT, JAMES, Esq. 
Bisc, EpwaRrp Suirx, Esq. 








BONUS DIVISION, 31st DECEMBER, 1866. 


At an Extraordinary General Meeting, held on the 12th March, 1867, a divisible surplus was declared for the five years up 
to the 3ist December, 1866, of £170,000. : 

Nine-tenths of this surplus were allotted to the Assured, equivalent to a total Reversionary Bonus of £226,000, 

2,986 policies, assuring £3,607,000 inclusive of previous bonus, will participate in the allotment. 

It was explained that the valuation, giving this favourable result, had been conducted on most rigid principles; that the net 
Premiums alene being taken into account, were valued on the supposition of 3 per cent. interest only, by a table allowing for a 
mortality one-fifth greater than that of the Carlisle table; also that the assets were taken at their official quotations on the 
8ist December last. : 

The financial position of the Society on the 1st January, 1867, was as follows :— 

Existing Assurances —* 4 ee ee «+ £3,598,000 
Reversion@ry Bonus thereon oe ee ee ee 539,000 
Annual Ificome .. rh ep oe * * 175, 000 
Invested Funds * nt rv —— 7,414,595 
. Share Capital fully subscribed oe es oe ee __ 1,000,000 
Assurance Claims, and Bonus hire KE ee * ce 1,453,000 

The New Premiums received in 1866, were £10,019, being an increase of £3,000 over those of 1865. The corresponding sums 
sured showed an increase of £100,000. 

In addition to the security of very ample funds, and the further guarantee of a fully subscribed Capital of £1,000,000, the 
Legal and General offers the following advantages :— 

Participation in nine-tenths of the total profits. 

An Annual Prospective Bonus, at the same rate as the actual Bonus then allotted, is also, at each division, set aside out of 
realised profits, for Policies becoming claims before the next division. 

Very moderate Non-Bonus Premiums, as recently considerably reduced. 


A liberal system of “ Whole World ” Policies and other peculiar facilities. — 
Conditions specially framed to secure to a Policy, when once issued, absolute freedom from all liability to future question. 


Loans are granted on Life Interests or Reversions, 
No. 10, Fleet-street, London, E. A. NEWTON, Actuary and Manager. 





(TWENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY’ 
Upon mortgage of House rty situate in any pirt of the 
United Kingdom. 
Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for each £100 
advanced (less a small premium) :— 


Gyears. | Syears. | l0years. | 12 years. | “14 years, 


£8. da. £s. d. £8. a. £3. 4, £3. a 
113 2 162 1 110 019 2 017 0 











Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 
Established by Act of Parliament nineteen years, 
Annual business exceeds £300,000. 

EDMUND W. RICHARDSON, Secretary. 


Offices, 39, City-road, London. 


HE MERSEY DOCKS & HARBOUR BOARD 
hereby give Notice, that they are ‘willing to receive LOANS of 
MONEY on the Security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Ten 
er Centum, per Annum, interest, for periods of Three, Five, or 
Interest Warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpeol, or in London. will be mous with each bond, 
Comm unications to be addressed to Gzonas J. Jgrrenson, Esq., Trea- 
Surer, Dock-office, Liverpool, 
By ees Kt nee Se 
HN HARRISON, Secretary. 
Dock Office, Liverpool, May 2nd, 1967, : ‘ 








ESSRS. HOOPER & SON beg to announce 
4 that after this date great and most impertant Reductions 
will be made in their Charges for ing and Engrossing, effecting 
SS Saat SES — and in others as much as- 
one-third. 

The New Scale will be—En ments, reund-hand on Parchment, 
or Paper, Copies at full length, and attested Copies (except Parlia-- 
mentary and expedition work) 14d. per folio. As most this has. 
hitherto been charged 2d. per folio there will be a saving of one-fourth. 

Abstracts, Bills of Costs, Briefs, and alt other documents (except as- 
above), Id. per folio. The charge for this work has been 14d. per folio,. 
the saving will be ene-third. 

The —— which —— * Mn eg nm i —— for. 
Stamps; and, as regards writing, requi on very, 
but, as a rule the general account will only be sent in once a-month. 

45, Fleet-street, 5th January, 1867 ‘ 


HILLIPS & COMPANY’S TEAS ARE .BEST 
AND CHEAPEST. STRONG to FINE BLACK TEA, Is. 6d., 
2s., 28. 6d., 3s., 3s. 4d, Most Delicious Black Tea is now only 3s. 64. per- 
J— Pure, Rich, Rare, Choice Coffee, Is. 4d., 1s. 6d., Is.8d. PHILLIPS- 
CO., Tea Mercuants, 8, King William-street, City, London, E.C, 
A price current free. Sugars at market prices. 
PHILLIPS & CO. send all goods Carriage Fre2 within eight miles of” 
No. 8, King William-street ; 40s. worth Carriage Free to any Railway 
Station or Market Town in England, Phillips & Co, have no agents, nor 


any connexion with any house in W or 8 


YO SOLICITORS, &e., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any ether house. Lista 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis.cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
Established nearly 50 years. Oxcdais above-£2 sent carriage free 
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LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, . f 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 

Reynell); Egvertioomens Agent, begs to direct'the attention of 

¢ Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 

of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c,, and 

hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement 

only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. Parlia- 
wnentary notices specially considered. 


O SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. . 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicitors at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
~for Inventors,”’ gratis on application or by letter. 


HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 

Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 64. 

for plain sketch; in heraldic - colours, 6s. The arms of man and wife 

blended. The proper colours for servants’ livery. Family pedigrees 

‘traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engravings, 

printed in colours, £10 10s. The Manual of Heraldry, 400 engravings, 

3s. 6d.; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d.; book plate 

engraved with arms, 2ls.—T. Cottsrox, Genealogist, 25, Cranbourne- 
-street, corner.of St. Martin’s-lane. 











Cua ’S EMBOSSING PRESSES, 21s., for 
Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address. Anyone can 
use them.—25, Cranbourne-street. 





OOK-PLATES Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs. Crest on silver spoons or forks, 5s. per 

dozen; Crest on seals or steel dies,7s.6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
~erest or monogram, 12s.—T. CuLteTon, 25, Cranbourne-street. 


5 QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with —355 

100 Envelopes, Is. 6d. No charge for engraving Steel Die with 
given for a Ream of very 
‘est paper and 500 Envelopes, all Stamped, for 2is., or P.O. order. 
‘Monograms designed, ]s.—25, Cranbourne-stre.t. 


ULLETON’S VISITING CARD.—A copper iete 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed fur 2s,; post-free, 2s. 3d. 
—25, Cranbourne-street. ‘* . 


— 


ULLETON’S PLATES. for MARKING LINEN. 

The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 

or Name. Anyone can use them. Initial Plate,is.; Name Plate, 2s.-6d. ; 

Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 64.; Crest, 5s.; with directions, post-free 

for cash or stamps. By T. CuitxeTon, Seal Engraver to her Majesty and 

Diesinker to the Board of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 
Martin’s-lane), W.C. 


‘J‘HE GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE and IM- 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. 

Works of Drainage of any extent, Irrigation, Enclosing, Wood Grubb- 
ing, Roadmaking, Farm Houses, Farm Buildings, and Lab ” Cott- 
-ages, are execnted on all descriptions of property, whether freehold, en- 
tailed, mortgaged, trust, ecclesiastical, corporate, or collegiate, or loans 
granted for the purpose to landowners who desire to execute the works 
by their own agents and with their own plans. 

The whole of the outlay in the works, with all official expenses, may 
~-be charged on the estate for aterm of years to.be fixed by the land- 
owners, to meet the circumstances of tenants. 

No investigation of title being required, no legal expenses are incurred. 

Applications to be made to Mr. Horace Broke, the Secretary, at the 
- Offices of the Company, 22, Whitehall-place, London, $.W. 


FRESIDEN TIAL PROPERTIES, Investments, and 

Building Land.— Messrs. DOWSETT & CHATTELL’S PRINTED 
LIsT contains particulars of some desirable RESIDENTIAL PROPER- 
TIES, ranging from the small villa with its garden to the mansion with 
its park and lands; also secure investments in ground rents, farms, and 
house properties ; also eligible building land, from smal! plot to several 
acres. All properties particularised in this list have been personally in- 
spected by Messrs. Dowsett & Cuattell, and great care has been taken to 
give a 22 It may yp *— gratis on personal appli- 
-eation, or by pos one stamp, at estates offices, No. 29a, Lincoln's- 
inn- fields, London. ” ’ » 























Kingsland-road and Stepney. 


} ESSRS. C. C..& T. MOORE will SELL by 
é AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY. MAY 9, at ONE for 
TWO, a corner Beerhouse, known as the Royal Alfred, 267, Kingsland- 
road, let on lease for 374 years at Christmas last, at £55 per annum ; 
term 40 years, ground-rent £10 per annum. An eligible House and 


Shop, No. 265, Kingsland-road, let on leave at £30 per annum; term 


40 years, ground-rent £5 148, per annum, Four Dwelling Houser, 
Os. 32, 39. 24, and 25, Cologne-street, York-road, Mile-end Old Town, 
at £72 bts. per annum ; term 66 years, ground-rent £15. 
Particulars of 
W. H. SWEPSTON, Eeq., Solicitor, Guardians’ Offices, York- 
street West, Commercial -road, ¥.; 
Mesers. SHAW & FRASEM, Solicitors, 8, Furnival-inn, W.C. ; 
at th: Mart; and at the Auctioneers’ offices, 144, Mile-end-read, E. 





Bow, near the Railway Station; Whitechapel ; Bromley; 
Valuable Leaseholds, for occupation or investmen 
ESSRS. C. C. and T. MOORE will SELL 
AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, MAY 9, at ONE, 
very substantially-built and desirable detached Cottage Residence, with 
nob'e drawing room, dining and breakfast rooms, five bed 
dressing room, bath. room, two wee Seth capital. domestic offices, 
conservatory, greenho and well-stocked garden; in occupation of 
W. Meredith’ Heq., ond dletinguished as The Ferns, sitnate in the Bow: 
road; held for 44 years unexpired at a ground rent of £24 per annum ; 
Five Houses. and .Shops, in. Middlesex-street; also Dwelling. 
Warehouses, Slaughter-house, Stables, &c., in Cobb’s-yard and 
Fisher’s-alley, Cox’s-square, Montague-street, and Short-stree', all adja. 
cent, and producing about £10 18s. per annum, held at moderate ground. 
rents; Two Dwelling Houses. 13 and 14, Lefevre-road, Old-ford, let at 
£46 per annum; term 98 years; ground rent, £6 53. Also Two six. 
roomed -Houses, 20 and 21, Ann’s-terrace, Branswick-road, Bromley , 
let at £32; term 60 years; ground rent £7 10s.; two six-roomed 
Houses, 3 and 4, Desart-street, St. Leonard’s-road, let at £45 16s; 
term 75 years; ground rent £6 10s. And a similar House, No, 29, 
Desart-street, let at £23 8s. ; term 71 years; ground rent £3. Asix. 
roomed Dwelling House, with wash-house, garden, &c., No. 63, Kii 
street, Stepney, rental £25; term 42 years; ground rent £4. Anta 
Leasehold House and Shop, 57, Charlotte-street, Whitechapel, rental 
£26 ; term £21 years; greund rent £3 3s. May be viewed, and 
Particulars had of the following Solicitors :— 
Messrs. MORRIS, STONE, TOWNSON, & MORRIS, Moorgate street. 
chambers, E.C. ; 
Messrs. SMITH & SON, 1, Furnival’s-inn, E.C. ; 
Messrs. BROWN & GOODWIN, 21, Finsbury-place North, E.C.; 
W. CARPENTER, Esq., 10, Coleman-street ; 
at the Mart ; and at the Auctioneers’ Offices, 144, Mile-end-road, E. 


Whitechapel, Shoreditch, City of London, Mile End, St. George's East 
Rotherhithe, Limehouse, and Stratford, (by order of the Executor, 
of Mr, John Weeks, deceased, and others), and giving Votes for Mid. 


M ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE will SELL 
AUCTION, at the MART. on THURSDAY, MAY 9, at ONEs 
FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £27, secured on six dweiling-housesin 
New-court, Whitechapel; also Two Freehold Houses, 16 and 17, Vin- 
cent-street, Shoreditch; let at £36 8s. per annum, Two Freehold 
Houses, 4 and 5, Grove-street, Mile-end, let at £39; a Freehold house 
and Shop, 51, Cannon-street, St. George’s East, let at. £30, on lease; 
a-Freehold House and Shop, with large garden, 59, Paradise-st, Rother- 
hithe, let at £24; a Land-tax or Fee Fatm Rent of £3 9s. 4d., secured 
upon No, 140, Aldersgate-street ; aneight roomed House, with garden, 
&c., No. 6, Trinity-terrace, Mile-end; term 70 years,ground-rent, £3 
18s.; a House and Shop, 3, Salgon’s-lane, Limehouse; rental £26, term 
82 years, ground-rent £4 4s,; @:Leasehold Residence, 25, Upton-place, 
Stratford; term 930 years, ground-rent £5 per annum; leased for s 


— 





‘term of 13 years unexpired, at.@ moderate rental. Two brick-built 


freehold five-roomed dwelling-houses, 45 and 75, West-street, Devon- 
shire-street, let at rents amounting to £32 10. 
Particulars of the following Solicitors. 
a & HOLLAMS, Commercial Sale-rooms, Mincing- 
ane, B.C. 
Messrs, CHAMPION & JUTSUM, 70, Whitechapel, E. 
8, PRENTICE, Esq., 238, Whitechapel-rd, E. 


Mile-end, Ratcliff, and St. George's East, Bow-road, Old Ford, and 
Bethnal-green, Mile-end, and Stepney (by order of the administratrix 
of Mr. Wm. Barr, deceased, and others). 


i Essks. Cc. C. & T. MOORE will SELL bi 
] AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, MAY 23, at ON 
in Five Lots, two six-roomed HOUSES on the Mercers’ Estate, being 18, 
Jubilee-street, and 55, Belgrave street, rentals £21 and £22 each; a 
corner Dwelling-house, No. 4, William-street, New-road, rental £18; 4 
House and Shop, No, 50, Sutton-street (formerly Church-road), Com- 
mercial-road, rental £20; and a Dwelling-house, with forecourt in rear; 
14, China-place, Back-road. rental £30, tenant paying taxes. Terms 20 
to34 years, at moderate and low ground-rents. 

Seventeen well finished, seven-roomed FREEHOLD DWELLING 
HOUSES, situate in British-street, Bow-road, let at £26 exch, tenants 
paying taxes; also a corner Beerhouse, 9, Ranwell-street, Old Ford-road, 
let on lease at £30; term, 97 years; ground-rent, £4; and a Capital 
Ale and Stout House, known as the Eagle, corner of Bath-street, Coven- 
try-street, Bethnal-green, let on repairing lease. 

Seven six-roomed DWELLING-HOUSES, in Salmon-street, South- 
grove, Mile-end; annual rental, £163 16s.; term, 80 years; gr 
rent, £4 each; also a dwelling-house with gateway entrance, stable 
workshop, yard, &c., 23, Brierly-street, Globe-road ; term, 58 years 
ground-rent, £6 10s,; and a House and Shop, No. 3, Green-street, Beth- 
nal-green ; rental, £46 16s. ; term, 20 years unexpired. ; 

THREE COPYHOLD DWELLING-HOUSES., 5, 6, and 7, Perriwinkle- 
street, near the King’s-arms, Commercial-road, let at £32 10s., fine cer- 
tain 108., quit rent 2d. per annum. 

Particulars of the following Solicitors, 

JOHN PENDERGAST, Esq., 37, Colet-place, Commercial-road, E.$ 
Messrs, LEWIS & SON, 7, Wilmington-square, Clerkenwell, E.C.; 
T. W. RATCLIFFE, Esq., White Horse-street, Stepney ; 
JOHN PROCKTER, Esq., 1, Princes-street, Spitalfields, E.C.; 
Messrs. MORRIS, STONE, TOWNSON, & MORRIS, Moorgate- 
street-chambers, E.C. ; 
at the Mart; and at the Auctioneers’ Offices, 144, Mile-end-road, E. 


To Landowners, Trustees, Farmers, Solicitors, and Others. 


ESSKS. YEULETT & SON, Auctioneers, 
Valuers, and Land Surveyors, to inform the above they 
continue to make Surveys of Land and Vaiaations of Estates, Farms, 
&c., with promptitude, guaranteed accuracy, and despatch. P 
submitted to Auction on moderave .erms, which may be known on 
cation at their Offices, 13, Walbrook, London, £.C, 








